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with the Manitoba government for +a
valtd conetderation under which the
railway says this: ‘We are row sub-
jo-t to the Rallway Act of the Dom-
tnion and the iaws of Canada and the
coatrol of the gowvernor-general-in-
council, We have the right to fix
and regulate our own tolls under the
Doalnlon Raflway Act, Now, we will
+gr valld oonsideration, contract to let
you fix them for us, It Is not vest-
ipg in Manitoba any legislative au-

therity. It is not divesting this par-
frament  of its, or depriving the
governor general {n council of

anv control or this parllament of any
of its rights. Is {t Manitoba that op-
erates this road or recelves the tolls ?
No, certainly not, it {s the company,
and they have a right to say to the
province we will charge no more than
you consider falr under agreement.'*

Mr. Barwick was next heard on be-
hati of the Manitoba government. e
gave an absolute denfal to the repre-
sentations made by the Winnipeg de-
legatlon as to the statement of Mr.
Redlin in regard to rates. Mr. Bar-
wick read from speeches of Mr. Robe-
1in and Attorney General Campbell as
to what they had sald in the leg!sla-
ture on the subject. He ridiculed the
idea of the Winnlpeg delegation ap-
pearing as & representation for the
pubiic safety of Manitoba. Mr. Bar-
wick then pointed out that in 1887 Sir
John Macdonald and his government
had never disallowed any of Mani-
toba s rajlway bllls because the pro-
vinve was not allowed to bulld to the
boundary line, but on account of pub-
tie policy, They were all disallowed
on grounds of public  polley.
Mr.  Christopher Robinson may
have given an opinfon of this
question, but, it must be remembered
that Christopher Robinson had argu-
ed the same point in the supreme
court, and the supreme court had de-
clded against him. The government
of Manitoba and the legistature of
Manitoba had passed these contracty
other ratlway in Canada. It will have
to contorm to the Rallway Act In re-
terence to dlucrimination. It has got
to chey the law. ‘The Manitoba gov-
ernment and the Manitoba leglslature
went into the bargaln with their eyes
open. They were both perfectly well
aware that the rates might be reduc-

Mr. Richardson—"“But, they might
be raised.””

Mr. Lash—"We cannot raise them
under a contract. 'The company went
Into the contract with the Manitoba
government on certain terms. The
Dominion was not abdicating any au-
thority. Mr. Nesbitt has referred to
a forelgn power, but surely, sald
Mr. Lash, the province of Manitoba
ould not be regarded as a forelgn
power. Manitoba was part of the
Dominlon and the Dominlon part of
hich tha people of Manitoba wanted,
notwithstanding that fifteen people of
Winnipeg constituted themselves Into
a committee of publlc safety.”

Mr. Bourassa asked for the opinion
of the minister of raflways as to jur-
isdiction.

L
Mr. Blair said that parllament could

validate any agreement between the
province and any company or be-
twean two companies, and it would
not be abrogating any leglsiative func-
thns. The present was an exceeding-
iy awkward questi.., one of greaser
magnitude than parllament had had
before It for many a day. He might
not feel like saying that it was an im-
provident bargain, or that the puople
had been carried away in their de-
sire to get better rates into makinga
bad contract, but it was a serious un-
dertaking to ratify the agreement. It
might be, Mr. Blair pointed out, to
the interest of the Canadisn Northern
and the province of Manitoba to have
a <ariff of rates as high as
possible outside the province of
Manltoba in order to  neutralize
the llahilities of the province under
the reduced rates in Manitoba, and In
this it appeared to him laid the possi-
bility of conflict between the provine
¢lal government and the government
of the Dominion in regard to the con-
trol of rates.

Lleut.-Col. Hughes asked whether
the people of Manitoba did not pay
higher rates to Montreal and Boston
than the farmers of the western
states,

Mr. Blair said that the case which
Mz Hughes referred to was governed
by the Rallway Act. There was the
danger, if this egreemient was oon-
firmed, that under the operation of
the lease and the contract, the govern-
ment of Manitobs would as far as its
powec went compel & condition of
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things to exist, which I It ald exist
would competl the Dominlon govern-
ment to take action to redress the
grlevances of tne people discriminated
againss,

Mr. Cochrane suggested that the
same conditlon existed in Ontario with
reference to the rates on frelght from
Chicago to the seaboard passing
through Ontarin,

Mr. Blalr sald that It did not, and
quoted the provision of the Rallway
Act which provided for cases when
there was competition, and it was nec-
cssary to make rates in order to se-
cure trade. He suggested that there
should be & clause put In the terms of
the general Rallway Act providing
against discrimination 4n rates, and
against secret rebates or concesstons.
There could be, he sald, no objection
to such a clause golng in the bill and
the presence ot such a clause in the
bill would be advantageous and have
a restraining influence,

Mr. Lash, on behalf of the Canadlan
Northern raflway, sald he would ac-
;‘;;p: the clause suggested by Mr,

ats,

Ottawa, May 1—Agaln the rafl-
way committee room of tha
Common+ was crowded with memboars,
minlaters, legal counsel and press cor-
respondents, and again the Manitoba
rajlway bills were called. Following
was the array of counsel this mornlng:
Mr. Lash, XK. C, for the Canadian
Northern, Mr. Barwick, K. ., for the
Manitoba government; Mr. Nesbitt, K.
C.,, for the Manitooa delegates: Mr.
Ewart, k. C,, for the Northern Pacific,
and Mr. 1lrving, K. C., for ¢he Ontario
government.  Messrs. Blair, Flelding,
Sutherland and Dabell were the min-
isters present. Mayor  Arbuthnot,
Mayor Fraser and Mr. Bole were in at-
tendance.

It al once becam: evident when the
commictee war called to order by
Chalrman Suthertand that af the
lawyers had reached an agreement to
say nothing more on th2 general ques-
tfons, "The discussion was thus up to
the mambers and Mr. Puttee took the
tloor. He began by pointing out the
importance of the subject to Manitoba,
and went on to say that th2 territorial
members were {n favor of these bllis
because they thought it Mankoba s
pinned down to no discrimination in
rates the Territorfes would gat as low
rates as Manitoba and et the expense
o that province, “Al I ask,” sald the
member for Winnipeg, pointing fiis in-
dex finger at the members of the gov-
ernment present, *‘all I ask, is that
this matter ahall bedelayed one year as
{t would be in a matter of disallowance
in order to give the people of Maaitoba
a chauce <o say whether or not they
want to enter into these contracts,
and during that time we could get the
opinion of the people, and it they are
opposed to it that will settle 1t. I tell
thls committee that the people of dMan-
ftuba are opposed to this deal.” Dis-
cussing public ownership, Mr. Puttee
disputad the assertion some ¢imes
made that this deal was a step to-
wanrds public ownership. “Mr. Chalr-
man, I repudiate that altogether,” ex-
ciafmad Mr. Puttee, vehemently, ‘“on
the contrary,” he added, *the passage
of these bills will stop all hope of pub-
Uc ownership of railways there!' Mr.
Puttee went on to advocate the doc-
trine of the supremacy of the will of
tha people to which he would be the
first ®0 bow, but he pointad out how
fn the course of the progress of the
dea) through the Jocal iegislature there
was no opportunity for public opinion
to be brought to bear. In Winnipeg,
however, where the state of ¢the case
quickly became known, there was a
decldad protest. I assert,”” he ex-
claimed, '‘that ninety per cent of the
prople of Winnipeg are against this
gigantic deal.”

Mr. Bourassa raised the question of
control by the Dominion of the rates,
holding that if 4t had controi, it could
increase as well as decrease the ratas.

Mr. Blair, minister of rallways, rose
and sajd ;:—"I think there ia no doubt
about it. The governor-general-in-
councll fixes the maximum rates.
There are provisions In the Railway
Act prohibiting discriminatory rates,
or 1webates, or Ssecret concessions.
Whatever is done must be done open-
ly and above board. The power en-
joyed by the railway committee of
the privy councll as such is limited to
secing that such violations of the
law are not continued. The jurisdic-
tlon of the rallway committee of the
privy council is of an administrative
capacity. It does not fix, the gover-
nor-genersl-in-council determines that
and determines the maximum rates,
He has nothing to do with the mint-
mum rates, except in so far as he has
the power to supervise any declsioan

the committee arrives at, and its jur-
{sdiction to interveme when there has
been any discrimination or violation
of the rates fixed In the way of favor-
ing one locallty as against another.”

Mr. Bourassa, continuing, argued
that If the Ottawa authorities had
control over discriminatory rates, and
could lower them it could also rais?
them. If Manitoba, for any reason,
wished to reduoce rates over the branch
of this system leading to the Unlited
States, Ottawa could order that such
rates be increased so as not to dls-
criminate against that branch of the
system running to Port Arthur,

Mr. Blair—"They would have to
equalize, and {f they could not put
them all down on all sectlons they
would have to put them all up.”

My, Bourassa—"That I8 what { con-
tend, that In the exercise of federal
control these rates may not only be
lowered but lncreased also.”

My, Blair—“Within the maximum.”

Mr. Bourassa—'Yes, but the maxi-
mum s not what the people ot Munt-
toba want. The Interstate commis-
slon of the United States Is sometimes
called upon to increase rates.” e
warned the committee that there
would be difficulties it this legisiation
passed,

Mr. Ollver enlarged upon the agsers
tion that the C. P. R. imposed dis-
criminating rates now.

Mr. Blair, Interrupting, asked:—"Do
you imagine that Manltoba 8 gotng
to pay to prevent that 7"

Mr. Oliver—"I am coming to that,”
He went on to argue that there was
a legitimate discrimination recogniz-
ed by law and in that case Manitoba
could discriminate for cause,

Mr. Richardson sald Mr, Oliver had
falled to justify the contracts. The
member for Lisgar Informed the com-
mittee that government ownership ot
rallways was the paramount issue at
the last general election for the local
legislature, and that was the reason
Mr. Greanway was turned out. If the
members of the Manitoba legislature,
even of the executive, had understood
this question of the control of rates and
that federal authorities could order
them to make equal rates on the Ont-
tarlo end they would never have sanc-
tloned* the contracts, “These con-
tracts,’”” sald Mr, Richardson, *sink
Manitoba deeper than the lost contin-
ent of Atlantls.” (Derisive cheers.)

Mr. Oliver put some questions to
Mr. Richardson, whom he charged
along with counsel, with misrepre-
sentig the facts. There was some
confudon in the committee, and fluat-
ly the chairman sald: “You can't
compel Mr. Richardsun 1o glve an
answer that he does nyt want t0.”

Mr. Richardson—I object to the
chalrman’s insinuation, It will take
him all his time to look after the in-
terests of the corporations, aud I will
look after the interests of the peoople
of Manitoba.** He went on 1o impress
upon the comnittee thelr responsibil-
y. “You must remember,” he sald,
‘thet the members of the Manitoba
legislature know very little about
these things. They are nearly all in-
experlenced and young. Why they
are abaolute children in the hands
of- *  The rest of the sentence
was drowned {n shouts and uproar,
but it was afterwards learmed that
“these rallway corporations” were the
concluding words.

Crles of question.

Mr. McCreary—~“Has the Manltoba
government agreed to these changes
in the bill 2 -

The chalrman—“Their counsel, Mr.
Barwick, is here.”

Mr. McCreary—"Does he consent ?**

Mr. Barwick—"Certainly. This bill
expresses exaoctly what was the law
when the Manitoba legislature passed
the bills."”

Mr. Scott said if they were ratitying
something different from what the
Manitoba legislature agreed to, the
local executlve could not be forced to
carry It out. If the contract is the
same then they were merely ratitying
something passed by the legislature
representing the people.

Mr. John Charltun made a speech
against confirmation of the contracts.
“This bargain,’”” he sald, “is a monu-
mental plece of folly. It was not a
matter of provincial rights. Thare is
no attempt to set aside a provincial
statute, but a request for concurrent
legislation which this parliament s

{ree togive or to withhold.This bargain
was made hastily, and without due
knowledge of {ts effects. The govern-
ment of Manitoba had made a mis-
take and I believe to-day the people of
Manttoba, when this case {s presented
to them, would by a vote of two to
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one or more refect the proposition.”
He urged that the matter be gent back
to the Manitoba leglsluture. We are
told,” he said, “that the executive has
consenipd to this bill as it stands now,

but he exccutive Is not
the ltgistature, Before sitting
down Mr. Charlton commented on

what he termed the levity and rash-
neas which had characterized the con-
ddet of this commitice and Its treat-
ment of this LI, Defer it, he con-
cluded, not defeat it.

“Shall the preamble be adopted,”
said the chajrman., “All those in favor
say ‘Yeu.'"”

‘The room resounded with a chorus
of “Yes.”

The chalrman—"Atl those against
fay ‘No.'" “No,” shouted half a
dozen volces, but scarcely more. I
think the yeas have it,” saild Chalr-
man Sutherland and robody d*sputed
the obvlous fact,

Mr, Nesbitt objected,

The joint bill was then considered
clause by clause, more than halt of ¢he
committee, and some of the other half,
expressing a deslre to leglslate by
calling ‘‘carrled” every time anyhbody
ovjected.

Mr. Britton referrad to & statement
at the last meeting that the Northern
Pacific solicitor was on his way down
and wondered that he being hare had
nothing to say. It was explained by
the chairman that by agreement his
point had been adjusted.

On the dropping of the clause In-
serted by the Manltoba legislature give
tng the lleutenant-governor-in-councyl
power to vary the terms of the con-
tract in  the mortgage, and on the
question of amanding clauges making
{t clear that the Federal comrol of
rates {3 absolute and not affected by
this bargain. Mr, Nesbitt said the
sanction of th» legislature was obtain-
ad to these contracts by the promise
of certain amendments to be made in
the mortgage, but under the bill thay
could mot Tulfill that promise. They
have not the power, "I say, therefore,
addsd Mr, Nasbitt, ‘that Manitoba is
getting nothing."”

Mr. Blair—"It Is In the bill No. 103,
and your point {s that If it was Inserted
there and deemed necessary for the pro-
tection of thae people of Manitoba why
is 1t left out of the Amending Act.

Mr, Nesbitt—"Yes, bu¢ Mr, Lash has
already dropped that clause.*

Mr. Lash—'I have no objection to
putting {t in,”

Mr Hughes—"This committes wil}
not do it.”

“Mr  Negbitt—"Then Manitoba does
not get the benefit of the valldating
power of this parliament for what they
put fn. and if these things are not in
then Manitoba does not get the con-
stderation for which it stipulates.”

Mr. Barwick sald that the clause
remained in the local bill passed at
Winnipeg, and the company would be
hound by that and the government, in
settling on the terms of the mortgage,
would be bound in good falth.

Mr. Blalr—"'Then you say you do
not want that clause in this bin 2

Mr. Barwick—"We do not want it.
If the company does not accede to
that then Manitoba will not guaran-
tee {ts bonds.”

On_sub-section “C" of the new bill,
Mr. Blalr's amendment was {ncorpor-
ated, which was intended, he said, to
make it cover, not only higher rates,
bul to recognize the federal jurlsaie-
tlon in its entirety.

An important new amendment was
made to sub-section “B" of clause 3,
As it stood it declared the federal
government would not be directly or
indirectly under any labflity obliga-
tion in respect to these contracts, and
Mr Fielding moved to add the words
“or In any way arlsing therefrom.”

This was carried and shows the de-
tremination not to come to Mani-
toba’s relief in any shape in the event
of deficlts and damaged credit, or In
a‘ny way, arising out of these Habili-
ties,

The six clauses and all the sub-
clauses were passed and it was order-
ed 0 report the bill to the House. The
report was recelved from the com-
‘llmt:tce In the House later on in the
2y,

BEditor—Waore there any novel feat-
ures connected with the automobile
collision?

Reporter—No, Two coachmen
five women all hollered out “Whoa!"

“What time s {t?” asked his wite,
suspiclously, as he came in.

**About one.”

Just then the clock struck three.

“Gracious! When did the clock com-
mence to stutter?” he said, with a
feeble” attempt at justification and =
Joke.—Philadelphia Times,



