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ea.me from the municipality of New West-
nnster. They were very much opposed

to the work that was going on there by a
1ailway company, and a tierce contest
arOse between them. The railway was
ably represented on this occasion by coun-
fel, but the municipality was represented
bY nothing else than a letter; yet the
;lway Committee decided in favor of'

the municipality, showing that the idea
that it is necessary to be represented at

ttawa is entirely erroneous. The Rail-
Way Committee of the Privy Council are
eeedingly careful to guard the rights of
those who are not represented-much more
careful and cautious than if those rights
are represented by counsel. With a know-
.edge cf that whereof I am speaking, hav-
lg considerable experience in these mat-
teis, all I can say is that to settle a griev-
anee of this kind-an application for a
CUIvert or deepening a drain-it will in-

olve very much less time and labor to
an4ke application to Mr. Trudeau, Secre-

ary of the Railway Committee of the
!'ivy Council, than to apply under this
Bl, and I do not think it is likely that a

Slitary case will arise under this Bill in
the lekt ten years.

i lON. MR. POWER-Then why oppose

ION. MRi. SCOTT-Because it is a dis-
tubing Bill. Under the existing law, if
anY grievance arises it is a very simple
n8tter to communlicate with Mr. Trudeauand bave it deait with by the Railway
dornInittee There is an officer whose
duty it is to attend to such matters-Mr.
1îidout-and ho is constantly travelling
OvOr the country from the Atlantic to thepacitie to inquire into just such cases, and1hthink one could fairly throw out the
challenge that an authenticaed case of
eardship under the Railway Act as it now
ost cannot be pointed oht. Is it wise

prudent that we should throw on thecounttry a Bill of this kind ? It either basa leaning, or it bas not a meaning. It
18a Bill that is difficult in its intrepreta-
ton and would be a prolific source of liti-
gation. It must be patent to hon. gentle-
unr"eI 'when they read it that in every case
a 41r this Bill the parties will still have
t% right to appeal to the Railway Commit-, and they have all this complicated
railhinery, in the first instance. The
,'iWay companies will probably. resist

a Bill of this kind. They do not think it
reasonable; they do not think it is de-
manded or necessary. They will simply
dispute the propriety of putting a culvert
in a particular place. Then, after the
plans have been prepared, the municipality
appealed to and the order made, they will
come to theiRailwayCommittee of the Privy
Council, where the question will have to be
finally decided, because there is a clause
in this Bill which gives either party the
right to appeal to that tribunal. It is a
very simple matter to communicate by
letter with the Secretary of the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council to ques-
tion the propriety of putting a culvert at
the point indicated. The Railway Com-
mittee still has to deal with it. You will
impose all that trouble by the machinery
provided in this Bill, and give these im-
aginary powers-because, after all, theyar
onlyimaginary-to the municipality,when
they can accomplish nothing by means of
them.

HON. MR. KAUIJBACH-I am very
much surprised to hear my hon. friend
saying that the railway companies are so
arbitrary and despotic that they will
resist a demand, whether reasonable or
unreasonable. I do not suppose what I
am saying will have any effect on the Bill,
because the Ilouse bas given its decision.
The hon. gentleman mentions one case
where a railway company was def'eated
on an application to the Railway Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. It shows
how arbitrary the railway company must
have been to let the case come before that
tribunal when there were no grounds for
resisting the demand. Under the Bill the
Railway Committee are judges, but only in
certain cases. The hon. gentleman from
Ottawa says that a case can be fairly and
reasonably discussed and decided with the
counsel fbr the railway company there
to press the claims of the railway and
nobody present to represent the interest
of the other side; but L do not think there
would be the same probability of having a
proper decision as there would be under
this Bill. I contend that the proposed
legislation is in the interest of the country,
and there will not be any dispute betweea
the railway companies and the munici-
palities. This will prevent rather than
cause dissensions in the country. It will
in many cases improve the railway tracks;
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