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that wharf it becomes Vo a certain
extent a inonopoly Vo the company
in possession. The minister saw that
he should omit the word 'person,'
because in that case a wharf could be leased
to a person who would siniply f arm out the
taxes on every person who used that wharf,
but the same principle exista even if you
put iV the other way. The present position
la very bad and it xnight be moade a good
deal better if the department would put its
f(,ot down and make it* understood that it
was not doing things by favour, but that
those wharfs cost public money and are a
public privilege which the public should
pay its amal] share for the enjoyment of.
It that rule were lived up to the people
wculd get used to it and they would noV be
pulling the coat tails of the member to get
the wharfage dues removed or lessened.
The existing system has arisen from our bad
methoda of administration and 1 do noV say
it is any worse under the present minister
than it was before. 0f course we are in a
more difficuit position nowr because we have
buiît a great many of these wharf s where
they neyer should have been built and that
has multîplied the expense. The minister
bias, no doubt, Vbought over the matter more
than I have, but iA seemà to me iV is pretty
full of difficulties. Unless the minister is
sure of his ground and has taken good ad-
vice, he might let the Bill stand over for
consideration, although if the minister
thinks otherwise 1 do not press that view.
Has the minister thought whether or flot it
is possible Vo make the carrier pay these
dues upon the goods that he sends out from
the wharf or brings in Vo the wharf, so that
the departmnent will -not be compelled to try
and collect dues on 100 or 200 little parcels.

Mr. BRODEUR. Yes, the second section
of the Bill provides for commutation in that
respect.

Mr. FOSTER. Does 1V provide that thE
payment of these dues shall be mnade by thE
shipning .company, and noV by the consignox
o' consignee?

Mr. BRODEUR. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. That seems reasonable.

Mr. MARSHIALL. I think the wharfagE
dues are always included in the transporta
ion -rate.
Mr. BRODEUR. No, at present the wharf

inger has to collect these small fees on eacl
parcel.

Mr. PARDEE. The member for Nortl
Toronto bas pointed out that the origina
lessee of a wharf might obtain a monopol,
if others entered. into business after he ob
tained. bis lease and wanted accommode
tion at the wbarf. 1 understand there ia i
piovision in the Bill, or if noV there ough
Vo be, that every cornpany sbould bave th

riglit to use the 'wharf so that no moflopoly
u*ay be created. 0f course there might be
ore portion of the wharf more favourabie
than another for nlooring, but every one
should have the right to use it under regu-
lations to be fixed. by the departmnent.

Mr. SPROULE. Under the present sys-
tem if I ship a consignmnent of plume, for
example, from one of the harbours on the
Georgian bay to Chicago, the shîpper pays
the wharfage dues, and if a merchant in
Meaford receives a consignmnent of goods
hie pays the dues for the use of that wharf.
It is the shipper who pays now whether hie
be a private individual or a company. The
danger I see is that unidér the proposai of
the minister hie says to the lessee: 'Give me
a certain sum as a commutation, and you
can ship ail the goods over that wharf that
.you like.' The shipper who enjoys that comn-
mutation is in competition with other ship-
pers in the saine business, and his lease puta
him in the samne position that the Standard
Oul Company occupies in yelation to other
oil companies, because by having this coin-
muted rate he may send out as large a
quantity of goods as hie likes over the wharf
while every other shipper will have to pay
the ordinary rate established by the govern-
ment. I would suggest to the minîster the
desirability of provi.ding that there shall
be no discrimination in favour of one as
againat another, as is done in the case of
the transportation of goods by railway.

Mr. FOSTER. Would flot this be perfect-
ly fair? As iV ia to-day, t.here is, we will
say, a large shipper and a small shipper of
apples and there is a stipulated 'wharf tol
on every barrel.

Mr. BRODEUR. One cent per barrel.

Mr. FOSTER. The man who is-shipping
1,000 barrels pays 1,000 cents, and the man
who is shipping 10 barrels pays 10 cents to
the wharfinger, and they are on a footing of
equality. My proposition was that instead
of the man who ships 1,000 barrels and the
man who ships the 10 barrels paying the
amount they at present pay, that very suni
should be collected from the shipping coni-
pany. Then there would be no discrimina-
tion, and the government would look Vo the
ccmpany for the payment of the dues.

Mr. BRODEUR. The difflculty would be
-to keep track of the quantity ahipped. The
harbour masters are paid very trifling com-
pensation and they could flot be expected
to be on the wharf all the tume.

Mr. FOSTER. Does noV each of these
shippers make out a weigh, bill for the

Sfreight ini and out?
Mr. BRODEUR. We would require

some one to supervise that. 1 thought the
t better way would be to ascertain the quan-
e tity of business done by the shipping comn-


