
COMMON S 84

,ter Southern Railway Company wUich is cal or the Doninion, will be applicable ?

also a Canadian company. TUey are per- lIn case of expropriation how are you to

wuitted to enter into an agreement with all proeceed?
or any of these three companies, and Mr. GALLIHER. Is there a Bill that
the second section says that when goes through this House authorizing a rail-
such a n agreement is entered mto way, before a mile of it is built. in which
witb either one or all of these three it shall the railway is not declared to be for the
be declared a work for the general adva1r- general advantage of Canada? What would
tage of Canada. What is there in that thel Minister of Justice suggest? I am will-
legislation that is not in line with the legis- ing, as I say, to consider any suggestion. I
lation that is passed in this House every do not want to see the Bill delayed and it
session ? I am willing to accept or to con- mnust not be forgotten that we declare rail-
sider any suggestion the Minister of Jus- ways before a mile is built to be for the
tice w'ill make with reference to this. I general advantage of Canada. Tbis is sim-
hope I have not been discourteous ; I did ply a permission to enter into an agree-
not intend to bie in reference to nent with existing companies; they are
the amuendment of the minister a moment not mythical companies. If an agreement
ago. I did not speak upon it and did not is entered into with actual existing com-
intend te talce nbhat way. Far be it prunies in Canada surely we ean declare
from me to take such a position. The them to be for the general advantage of
suggestions of the minister are suggestions Canada, if we eau make a similar declar-
that I think every one of us is bound to ation in Bills relating to railways 6f which
consider carefully, and if there is anything not a mile has been built.
nwrong in section 4 or any departure from
the ordinary principles of legislation in it, Mr. FITZPATRICK. What you do lere

I am willing to consider any suggestion the is to authorize the company to enter into an

Minister of Justice may mrake in that be- agreement with the other companies. Then

half you go on to say that the others which are

Mr. BARKER. I think there is a good
deal in what the Minister of Justice las said
for the consideration of the lion. member
wiho las just spoken. We al know that
in this House we have pover to declare
that a particular work is a w-ork for the
general advantage of Canada and certain re-
sults tlow from that deelaration. It bas be-
come the practice of this House to declare
atnything for the general advantage of Can-
a da that the promoter of a Bill chooses to so

mere provincial concerns may become Do-
ininion conrcerns. You do more than that.
I eau understand legislation of that des-
criptioen. but you do more. you naot only de-
Clare the conpany tiat is in contemplation
to be for the general advantage of Canada,
but you declare any portion of its line te
be for the general advantage of Canada.
W'hat portion? What are you dealing with?
Wliat is it that you are bringing under the
scope of our legislation ?

style in that Bill, but the statement in this ' fl- Tue raiwav.
Bill goes a little further than any we have Mr. FITZPATRICK. Lt may le a ile
yet had. It does seem a hypothetical de- o railwny.
claration, if certain things happen in the
future it is a work for the general advai- Mr. TLSDALE. 1 want the getiîuen whn
tage of Canada, but if these things do ot are sipf)rting this Bil te uuderstaird tiat
happen in the future I presume it is not ethers are just as auxicus as the rire te

a work for the general advantage of Can- see it pass lu a proper shape, aud tuey
ada. That is the point practically that the îuust fot tîinc Ibaf we are-obstruetiîg ïbeir

Miniter f Jishc israisng.Bill. The clauses of section '281 cf tire T1i V
Minister of Justice is raising.requires that the Char-

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Not only that, but ter sbculd be subject te tle appreval of ie
you eau declare a specific work. which Goveriie lu ceucil. and fat proper udtices
certain and is kFIPwAT, te be a werIK fo. flic sbculd ir gb-eu. But lu section a te ai mle-
general adaantage cf Canada, bot cnn MOU ment is even more important, because their
declare lu udvance tînt a werc or a portion paewers are trcen fer amnalgamation. tbey
cf a w erk whid is net deffied or descltbed rire sare ijusrtant than an erdina y arree-
mny beemne a worc fer tUe generni ada-t meunotbetween twe reads ru Cainada. If
tage cf Canada ! TUaI is te, say eau y if lis cnlyB tecs rods in Canada, 1fthe Rae
say that a portion cf semetbing tat is att te gow thrcugli all the prceediugs theu are
lu existence te day mnay beemle subjct te naentieuld lu 281. No-. section 3 Ise-
cur legisiation. I aun net sayiuig this iii lutely removes it frem tlie Railwray Act,
erder te criticise tlK, Bill. but ln tbe well- I. miy epinien, because it refers the terms
uifderstued interest cf tbis legislatien if il cf that agreement tc tUe Board cf Rail-
lý serieusly inlended te carry i. WGen tUe way ('nor inossiners, an entire y different
courts are caled upon toe consrU th Act board frem n bat te whictil 3 ther agree-
lu d he future bon are tley te lcow wbat raouts rnd aunaigarfations by cur Raiowray
portion cof the rad rf t be for the general Ac are apprcved. I daubt if tn- l:i-
adaantag e o f Canada? Heat are tbe courts way Cemmittee the cther nijinrg yen
to determine tieU Railway Act. the ro- wbat aras lu tlic tber clause.

Mr. GALýIRER.
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