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Magna Charta days. Under the existing Crown power t0 makze a qualified expropria-
law, which nobody Einds fauît with, you flou, jnst as you do when you give to a rail-
may take my farm and pay me for if; and way company power to take a portion of a
when you are done wifh it you can seli it to man's farm, or to run througliflie îniddle
some one else. But I deny that you have the of bis farm. This legislation is qualifled
right to take it from me for the lime and in the same way. My haon. friend tbinks
band it back to me when you please. If is that we must flot touch a man's propertyr,
impossible f0 say what compensation I that we must flot even touchi the hem of bis
should have in that case, for if is a question property, unless we take the wbiole of It.
of the future and there is oaly one Being, Hon. Mr. TISDALE. No, I made nîo such
and hie is flot in this world, who knows theiaruet
future. This is a clear invasion of the in-!agmet
dividual rights of property. Tben th1ere is The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
the other consideration, and second in Im- CANALS. I am not professing to give bis
portance oaly f0 the first-that, if parlia- exact words, but ln effect lie argued as 1
ment confers this right upon the Crown, have stafed. It is no more a qualifled ex-
this rigbt of qualified expropriation, the ipropriation to take part of a man's pro-
corporations will demand the sanie, and Iperty, or to take it for a limifed time, thiaîï
trouble will commence the end of which~ if Is to take it for ail time. 1, fail to sec
no man caa foresee. Do ailow my protest wbercin the principle is differeat. As 1
f0 have some effect and go no further with tried to argue the other day, unless lion.
legislation invoîving so vicions a principle members are of opinion that it is wholly lai-
and Iikely to arouse so undesirable a feeling, possible for any tribunal to make a just

estimate of the amount of compensation aMr. HUGHES (North Victoria). I would man ought to recelve wben you fake a
ask the hon. minister what necessity there limifed interest~ ln hîs property, unless yoîî
is for passing this Bill ? Have any cases are driven f0 that conclusion, there Is nofli-
arisen which seemn f0 make such a law as ing wrong Ia this Bill, because If yon give
this necess3ary ? hlm full and ample compensation what inore

The INISER 0 RAIWAYSANDcan he expect ? It is mot a desirable thing,
CANALS. My bon. friend from South Nor- I admit, t0 take a man's property away froimi
folk (Hon. Mr., Tisdale) bas spoken witb a 1hlm agalnst bis will. I do not Ilke f0 do
greaf dcal of feeling. 1 appreblend that lie tbat any more than aaybody else, but tiat
bas convlnced himself that a gr*eos~rn principle Is s0 Imbedded Ia our law andwouldbe prpefafdand on veron- jurisprudence, la our whole system of gov-
noxions Infraction of principle orSom r erament, that It Is altogether too late lu the
iniquity result if this Bill sbould becoaie day t0 complala about If. You do it every-
law. My hon. friend must bave been dwell. where. Yon give that power f0 every kind
ing upon this untll It bas assnmed a luncb of a public organization; you gîve It f0 cities
greater magnitude and Importance lu bis and towns, t0 expropriate laads for the pur-
mmnd than the facts would justify. Tbere is P05 poef parks, groves aud gardens. 'MY
notbing alarmlng about the proposition b on. friead goes back t0 Magna Cliarta.
whicb my hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Fitzpatrick) Well, we are doing lots of things to-day
bas embodled in this Bill. There is nothlng tbat were not donce la the days of Ma\Lgna
strange, there is notbing unusual about it. Charta.
If Is simply a modemate and reasonable! Mr. CLANCY. Is the qluestion of liiied
extension of a principle already recognized, expropriation a settled prînciple lit Can-
and wbicb Is practiced evemy day of our ada ?
life. That principle Is thaf wbatever iii- The MINISTER 0F 1LAILWAYS AND)
dividual lnterests may be, f bey sbould be CANALS. I do not exnctly lcaow wliut niy
subordinate t0 the public requirements, hon. friend means, but If bie means f0 ask
awamdiag every possible compensation f0 the I1f there Is aay esfablished Iaw f0 autliorize
individual wbo may have suffered pecuaiary if la Canada, I say there Is liot. certainly
lnjury. Now this Bill sumely makes ample not as respects Dominion public works.
provisions for compensation ta the man who because we have advanced beyoad tbe con-
is lnjured; and If If appears thaf in the ditions ont of which grew flic existlng logis-
public lnterest eltber the wbole or flie part. laflon, and we have advanced to a period
of any man's property must be takeiî for. wlhen flic extent and magnitude of oîîr pnb-
public purposes, we provIde thaf lie shaîl icwrsm e feesayhtflcroî
be compeasated therefor. Nom, my lion.! lîe od be k ln esfe r th a som e Criton
friend seems f0 tblnk that tbere is so ud eInete ie-oe dito
thiag outrageously wrong ln flic Idea of ex- poe aodrta hs nlcwrsrapropratlo Itsef ?ie carried on nt the least cost to the cotin-

proriaionltslf1 try.
Hon. Mr. HAGGART. No, I qualified it Mr LNY h eao se i
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND question 'was that: the bon. gentleman b.ased

CANALS. We are not proposing f0 giv-e bis wbole argument upon the other prlîîclple
power f0 any rallway companiy by tbis legîs. somethIng fliat Is -now ln existence ln Can-
latioa ; wc are only pmoposlng f0 give f0 thel ada., and well understood, namely, thaft pri.

Hon. Mr. TISDALE.


