
reported by a Bill which was introduced Ivy- Mr. Chichester
FoRTESCUE, then President of the Board of Trade. He uaid :—
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The Meuil "i of the Committer were chonen for their know-
le«ige of the n ject^an(J tlieir practical experience, so that their

Rej)ort wan calculated to carry jjroat weijrht with both Hduhcb.
. . . They reconiniended that Parliament should provide a
npecinl <|iialitied tribunal for conHiderinjr each case of anialga-
uiation an it arose , , . so that application for amalga-
mation mijfht come before Parliament, and .ill \>t; dealt with as
far Its jwsHible on the same basi* by a tribunal sor.ipetont to

deal with so grave and (U-itieal a (piestion. ... '1 ho Com-
mittee came to the conclusion that the best and otdy iinpoi-tant

thing they could recommend I'arliaiucut to do wa.s to have an
improved version of the Railway and C^anai Tmrtic Act of 1854.

The main objects of that Act were to secure uninterrupted
facilities for the convenient interchange both of goods and pas-

sengers from one system to another, and especially to oUsorve
the rule of eiiual charges under the .same circumstances. . . .

Complaints were still too frequent that railway trattic was not
always allowed to take its proper rout(> ; that the .shortest and
best route was often artificially barred by the conduct of some
railway company, which had an interest adverse to that of

the public. . . . The (!onuiiittee of 18">3 made this recom-
mendation with respect to goods and passengeix. That every
railway company .should be compelled to atlbrd full advantage
of convenient interchange from one .system to another ; to give
every cla.ss of trattic fair facilities, and oapecially to observe the
rule of equal charges under similar circumstances. . . . For
rea.sons wliicli he would state to the House, the provisions of

that Act, however well intended, had accoin)ili.shed little. He
did not say they had done nothing. In principle they had been
most valuable, and so fai' as securing fair and equal treatment
between trader and trader, they liad liad considerable effect, and
some excellent decisions had been given in the Courts of Law
in that respect, liut as to seciu'ing the ecjual treatment of com-
pany by conqmny and the free and unintenupted forwarding
of traffic over the lines which Parliament had sanctioned
the succe.ss of the Act had been most imperfect
This want of success was, in the opinion of the Committee,
due to two causes. One, the want of more specific enactments
within the Act itself, the other, the want of authority better

fitted for putting the Act in motion. . . . The Committee
were of opinion that a Court of Law was not an authority
fitced for giving a good efl'ect to an Act so peculiar and special

as the Railway and Canal Traffic Act With that
view, the Connnittee recommended that the administration of

the Railway and Canal Trattic Act should be transferred to a
new body appointed for this express purpose, to a body which
might be called the Railwa}' and Canal Commissioners, con-
sisting of three gentlemen of high standing and character, one,

at all events, to be an endncnt Lawyer, and one, if it were
possible, a man practically convei-sant with the management
of railway trattic The Bill which he was about to
ask have to introduce would carry out the recommendation of
the Committee. . . . It is proposed to create such a Com-
mission as he had described, consisting of men of high stand-

i^i
National Library

of Canada
Biblloth^ue nallonala

du Canada


