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hbuable judgment, so much arrant nonsense. The same.
1 hing was stated in the United States. What did Vand or-
bilt and Gould say ? Why, that cven with respect to the
Commission which they proposed to establish, either the
railways would own the Commisioners, or the Commis-
sioners would own the railways. The same thing might be
said with respect to the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council. The only way by wbich we can secure justice to
ail parties. I think, is by, the establishment of a Board of
Railway Comnissioners. [t is said-there is n necessity for
it. Why the experience of everyday life shows the neces.
sity for it. Let me give ynu one or two instances.' The
same thitig was said in England. Now, if any one will take
tho trouble of turning to a valuable little work upon Rail-
wvay Corpoiations, published by Mr. Parsloe, in Sngland,
he will nd jut the very argument that bas been adduced
now agaiinst-this Bill filly answered. The author points ont
the absohito njuslice Io localitie" and to individuals, of the
preferci ees ihat were allbwedi there befoe ibe establishment
of this Co)urt of Railway Comniissioners. My hon. friend
bus refried t tan instance tba- alocame under mynotice it
year, wheni lie Grandl Trunk Railway carried a car of nil
cake fro, Baden to Belleville, a distunee of 185 m les, and
eharged 852. They carried the sme cargo from Chicago
to Belleville, a ditance of 629 miles, and eharged $50 ; in
of her words, they chaiged 82 less for carrying it 41., miles
further. Now, Sir, I ask you, is that a siate of things that
oughi to continue ? It is ail very well for us to say that
mon who have inirested their capital in these com'panies
ought to be pr'otected. So they shbuld, fairly and honest-
ly; but, thore is somebody else that ought to be protected
as well as they. Wo invested in the Grand Trunk Railway,
if I remember aright, something like $16,000,000of the peo-
pies money, and think that while we are protecting the in-
torests of the English ciapitalists, who have investod their-
inoney in this and other railways, we ought not to forget
the people of this country wlo contributed largely to the
construction and equipment of that road. It was stated in
a Toronto paper, on the 20th February, 1881, and bas not
been demod, that the Grand Trunk Railway charged $75 a,
car for coat oil frem the city of London to the city of
Ottawa, to ail the manufacturers and. refiners there, excopt
to one man te whom they gave a drawback of 838 per car.
Now, it is quite manifest thatif they charge $75 a car to overy
refiner and manufacturer of coal oil, who bad his oi shipped
from London te Ottawa, and gave one man a drawback of $38
a car, that one man had the advantage in the market to
the extent of $3S per car. Why, Sir, some manufacturers
sond their coal oit from London to Ottawà vid the Suspen-
sion Bridge, and over the New York Central and the Rome,
Watertown, and Ogdensburg Railways, and they get their
oit carried by that roundabout way from London to Ottawa
for $56 per car. Still the man who got the rebate, or the
preference, or the drawback, had an advantage of $19 per
car even over those who sent their oit vid the United
States. l that a state of things that ought te con-
tinue? It is quite clear the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council cannot den with it; they would not deal
with it; and it is quite clear that it ought to be dealt with
by some tribunal. Now, here is a case that happened not
long ago-a gross case, an outrageons case, if it be correct.
It was stted openly in the press of Toronto, and bas not been
contradicted. The correspondent of aStratford paper stated
not long ago that a car load of four is carried from London
to Montreal for 815 less than from Stratford to Mon,
treal. la that so? Bocauso, if it is, it is a gross
outrage, -and one that ought not to be tolerated
by a free Parliament for a' single day. Although we
may have every *ympathy with the unfortunates-if they
have beon unforttnate-who invested their money in thi
undortaking, otill, as I said before, we ought te protect the
intorests of our people. It la further stated that the Grand
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Trunk Railway carried a car load of flour from Brantford
to Montreal vid the Grand Trunk, 39 miles further than from
Stratford to Montreal, at a much les rate than fron Strat-
ford. Now, Sir, if that be true, I say that it is an outrage
that ought not te ho tolerated. It is further stated that
freight on a barrel of pork from Chicago te Brockville is 80
conta, and fron Brockville to McKay's Station, a distance of
100 miles, is 95 cents. They carried a barrel of flour 100
miles and charged 8 cents more fbr carrying it that dis-
tance than they charged for earrying it 723 miles. I know
an instance that occurred ln my own neighborhood a few
days before I came here. A gentleman wanted to ship
some staff to Winnipeg. He found that the freight upon
mutton from Groderich to Winnipeg, distance of 1,333 miles,
was $3 per 100 pounds; white fron Chnton to Winnipeg,
thongh 12 miles nearor Winnipeg than Goderieb, the freight
was only 1.61 per 100 pounds, so that the man was paying,
81.39 from Goderich to Clinton, a distance of 12 miles.
Now is that a thing Parliament ought te tolerate
a single moment, if a free Parliament can check it ?
Sn, witb respect te passengers, you can get a ticket
from Boston to Chicago much cheaper than yeu can
from M. ntreal or Ottawa te Chicago. It may bo difficult
to check these things, but I think that Parliament ought, at
ail events, to make an attempt to check them. Let me-in
answer to my hon. fripnd from Niagara (hir. Plumb), and
my hon. friend from Victoria (Mr. Cameron), who appear to
thiink that the proposition tsubmitted by my hon.friend from
Simeoe (Mr. McCarthy) bas proved a practical failure when
submitted elsewbeie-read the opinion of the New York
Chamber of Commerce, as expressed by thoir spokesman,
Mr. Simon Stern, on the propriety of legistlative interfer-
ence. That gentleman says:

" Gross inequalities arise from this condition of afairs. Individuale
and communities are put at the mercy of these great corporations, who
have it in their power to make one man rich and keep others pour, and
they actually exercise that power in an arbitrary maaner, without raie,
without consisteney, and seemingly without reason.
It may be said that this is ail true enough, but the Board of
Commissioners which the hon. gentleman proposes to croate
by this Bill will not cure the evil we conilain of. I say,
Sir, that we have already tried the experiment of having
those matters disposed of by the Railway Committee
of the Privy Council, and that it bas been a failure.
In England they tried te solve the problem through
the Board of Trade, but that experiment proved a
failure; they tried it through the intervention of the
-common law courts, but that p an, too, was found unsuccess-
fui. Let us at ail events make the experiment proposed in
the Bill, and sce whether or not we can check what I cannot
look upon otherwise than as a most iniquitous state of affairs,
viz., that those railway companies should have unlimited
and unrestricted powers to discriminate against individuals
or localities, and make one man rich, as Mr. Stern says, and
another poor-to destroy one locality and build up another.
The experi ment is worth trying at ail events, and if the
hon. Minister of Railways has no other objection to the
Bill, oxcept that it will necessitate the creation of a now
court, and the appointment and payment of new Judges, I
humbly submit that that is not a sufficient argument against
the Bill. The hon. gentleman did advance another argu-
ment, viz., as te our right to attempt to interfere with rail-
ways that obtained their còrporate existence through the
Local Legialatures. But, Sir, it is net necessary to disousa

- that subject at any length, or, indeed, to discuss, it at alljust
now, because, as Iunderstand the hon. Minister ofRailways,
he is willing that the Bill should be referred either
t the Railway Committee or to a Select Commit-
tee. I wikh te remind the hon. gentleman, how-
ever, that that question bas practically passed beyond
the region of discussion in the United States at least. The
State of Pennsylvaniaundertookto deal-not exactly in the
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