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mon carriers of this country, and 1 should
like to know why they oehould not be
treated like any other white men and
be responsible for deiay. A cotmmon carrier
wouid be responsible for delay ln deiiveving
goods, and if hie would be respansible, why
shonid flot a raiiway compauy be heid re-
sponsibie. aiso ? That la ail airsrt from the
question of whether 'the goods are ta lbe
brouglit from the west to the eat or the
(e.tst to the west. It is a proposition which
Is a good one, I think, everywhere, and
MwhICbI seems to me to solve the w-hole pro.
biem. Treat these common carriers wlio
have the monopoiy the saine as those w-hio
haive 120t.

Hou. Mr. EDWÂRDS-I arn not speaking
for railway companies; I amn on the other
side, but I want to deal fairly wltb railway
conîpanies ; the raiiway companies bave
one single advantage, and that alone, and
that is the right of expropriation. Beyond
that tbey have nothine. I want to answer
my bon. friend on the lumber question. T
desire to tell hlm that in this part of
the country there Is not to-day, and there
neyer bas been, and I do not think there ever
wiil be, a combination among lumbermen ii
sa far as affectingé the price of lumber.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-I arn speaking of the
west. I do not k-now anjytlnnig about the
east.

Hlon. Mr. EDWARDS-I have no doubt
in the w-est a great rnany wroiig things pre-
vail, and good ns they are and great things
as they are doing for Canada, tbey wlsb to
Impose upon many parts of the country
other tbings that are wroug.

Han. Mr. BEIQUE-Wben I mlade n few
remarks a short tinte ago, I liîd itot read
paragraph 4 of this clause, aud 1 fin'd it
is amply sufficient. It answers the very pur-
pose which I lad lin view. It seemns to me
the clause should stand as It is. Under
subsection 4 the board lias ail the necessary
power ta provide for abnormai conditions,
and unless there are abnormal conditions
the cornpany should be compelled to comply.

Hlon. Mr. WATSON-I just wisli to say
that I bave no apology to malze for the time
1 occupied, and with respect to the sugges-
tion made by the lion. gentlemuan front
M.Narshifield. thiat the leaders on both sides
should consuit. I took the opportunity. a

few moments after the hion, gentleman from'
blarsbfieid had subsided, to occupy the tîme
of this House, and 1 sbouid say, so far as
tbe bon. gentleman front Rockiand Is con-
cerned, that bis last reference to the west
is very unfair. I should like to ask the bon.
gentleman wbere any member front the west
bas suggested anything unfair or unreason-
able. These clauses bave been carefully
cansidered ln tbe House, and carefully
discussed by the mInister who introduced
tbem, and I consider that it waa front the
experience the ex-Minister of Railways bias
bad, and the experience of the inembers of
the House of Gommons bave had with these
carriers in the west, that tbey prepared
that clause, believing they were giving a
power to titis commission tbat the west bas
been denîanding for years witi the expeeta-
tion that thiey wouid give sorte rell-cf ùit
the matter of transportation.

Han. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tiîe
han, gentleman ought ta know, wliether lie
does or not, that the Minister of Railways
was averruled ln very many of these pro-
visions, that be is flot at ail in accord with
many of these clauses t<bat the han, gentle-
man la now advocating with so much vigour
and vimt.

Han. Mr. WATSON-The minIster wns in
favour of this clause.

Han. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI-The
bon. gentleman instanced the ex-Minister
of Rnilways and Canais and his experleace
to Justify aur accepting this law as it Is iaow
befane us. My repiy to that is that the 'Mini-
Ister of Railways was flot in accord w*ith
tnany of- these clauses as shon by the dis-
cussion ln the Hanse, and if he were that
la no reason why we sbouid accept it.
As to my bon. friend from Toronto, If w-bat
lie contends is correct, that the raiiway
companies are common carriers and the coin-
mon carriers are punishable for any nelect
of duty, then there 4s no0 necessIty for thtis
provision, because as common carriers they
tire subject ta the law wbicb gaverns cout-
mon carriers aud would bave to abide by
the penalty.

Han. Mr. FERGUSON--The ainendinent
suggested by the lion, gentleman from Cal-
gary should meet tbe views of the House.
I do not think we cati get ,tiytlliing better


