
5905 MAY 7, 1909 5906

another person cen corne and use that
wharf without paying anything to the
iessee?

Mr. BRODEUR. He will pay te the
wharfinger of the government.

Mr. FOSTER. That is, the minieter is
going to lease the wharf, but is flot gomng
to give the priviieges of it to the iessee. 1
suppoeed that the idea was to lease the
wharf, provided that everybody who used
it ehould pay a certain maximum rate
which the lessee would collect.

Mr~. BRODEUR. That je not the intention
in ail cases. In some cases we might pro.
vide that the lessee would have the exclu-
sive use of the wharf and coilect ail the
toile, in which case we wouid flot require
a wharfinger. But I think it je good policy
to have semeone to look alter the property
of the goverfiment..

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, it gives you one more
vote.

Mr. BRODEUR. 1 had flot thought of
that.

Mr. CROSBY. I cannot agree with that
idea. That would be eelling a privilege to
a man who was going to ehip over that
wharf, it would flot be leasing the wharf
to him. If you are going to lease a wharf,
lease it for so much money, restricting the
leseee te a maximum rate and lktting him
make ail he can out of it. You propose te
seli to the man who je going to carry goode
to and from that wharf the privilege of
using iL, and ydu are also going te pay a
wharfinger. How much better able wil
you hé to coilect the rates under that con-
dition than you are under the present
condition? I think it wouid be better to
lease the wharf te one pereon for a certain
epecified eum, and let him make ail hie
can out of it, provided he ceuid flot charge
more than a reasonahie rate governed by
the nearest board of trade in the lecaiity
where the wharf ie situated. That seeme
to me to be the only way in which you can
lease a wharf. If you did that, ýyou would
have to give to any carrier the same right
and privilege that yon granted to any other.

Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. I -would like to ask
the minister whether it je intended to make
a ecale of toile applicable'to ail goverfiment
wharfs throughout the Dominion, or
whether there will be some free wharfs
and eome othere on whioh toile will be
exacted?

Mr. BRODEUR. The pelicy of the gev-
erfiment je te be applied to ail the wharfs.
.1 was eimply explaining that in some cases
it has been impossible, so far, to coilect
anything, and we expect by this change -of
policy to collet something.

Mr. J. D. TAYLOR. Then, there will be
absolutely no exception? The reason I
mention this le because in the riding of
New Westminster during the iast five years
there have been buit, for the firet time in
the history cf our union with Canada, a
number of government wharfs. Previeus
to that time we were under the neceseity of
contributing our pwoportion of the coet of
building wharfe and maintaining themn in
other parte cf the Dominion, and these were
free te the usere. No eooner were our
wharf s constructed, ho'wever, than appli-
cation wae made Le municipal councile in
the riding to take them over and maintain
them. The coundile objected to that pro-
position on the ground that their people
were being taxed for the maintenance of
wharfs ail over Canada. To iny mind there
je ne more objection te the users cf those
Wharfs helping to psy for their mainten-
ance and support than there je te helping
to pay for railways, canale, or other public
services, previded that there is ne diecrim-
ination between one part cf the Dominion
and another. But ini New Westminster
district there will be great objection te
paying wharfage toile te leesees, if we are
te continue te pay for and keep up other
wharfs over which the traffic je free. If a
ecale of tole ie eetabiehed, that ecale
ehouid be uniform ail over the Dominion.
There ehould net be one ecale of toile eaet
of the Rocky Mountains and another and
higher ecale west cf the Rocky Mountaine,
such as the government has sanctioned in
the matter cf railway rates, on the ground
that we have more money and are better
able te psy. We do net regard that argu-
ment as juet or fair; in fact, we have a
solemn agreement with the Dominion of
Canada that we shall be as weil treated as
the people of other provinces, and I think
we should enter a proteet againet any pro-
position thaz wouid cause us te pay higher
toile for the use of our wharfs than je
,paid for the use cf the goverinent wharfs
anywhere else in Canada.

Mr. BRODEUR. I arn surprised at the
etatements the hon. gentleman bas made.
There je nothing in the iaw or regula-
tiens making a difference between the rates
on one eide of the Rocky Mountains and
those on the ether side. The rates are the
samne ail over the country. They have ai-
ways -been'unlform, and -they wili be kept
ýuniform.

Mr.. J. D. TAYLOR. If the minister
will, permit me te interrupt him, that is
net the etatement I made. What I said
was that in other matters there had been
thie discrimination-in the matter cf rail-
way toile, for instance. We would object
te pay on arny higher ecale than applied
in other provinces.


