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going to Interfere with the righits of parties
and expropriate their property, this power
was struck ont. There are other Instances;
thara is no nse la multiplylng thern, and the
cases In which the power bas been granted
cannot be con.sidered as forming a binding
precadent. As the hon. gentleman frorn
Kingston says, If wa have done wrong la
the past, that la no reason why we shoiild
repeat It now. Thare la no reason showm
why that clause shonid ha insarted la the
Bill, deciaring the work to ha ona for the

ganeral advantage of Canada. It la a dis-
tinct Interference with -the preseat use of
the waters of the Grand river, which tire
with.in the control of the province of Onta-
rio, and dapendeat npon which ara great

rights la the town of ui>nville, both public
and pnivate, where'Duanville rnay, by the
raising of these waters, ha flooded or whara

It may ha, as was explalnedl to the commit-
tee, that If the waters ara drawn off to too
grat an extent, prIvate interests rnight ha
sariously lnterferred with and the whole
corninnity affected. Under these circum-
stances I do not think any case bas beau

maide out for this power baing Inclnded la
the Bill.

Hon. Mr. FER-USON-I did not thinýk
when rny hon, friand front Rockland (Hon.
Mr. Edwards) made bis motion that It
wonld ha regarded serions as to cail for

vary rnnch of an argument. I thonght the

proposition was 80 simple at this Urns of
day that It did not cali for very rnuch dis-

cussion. However, soma hon, gentlemeni
seern to thlnk that It doas, and, therefore, It

becomes necassa.ry to put the case as it ap.
pears to me. Great stress la laid on th(
fact that this la a private company. It lf
no more a prIvata company than a compan3
saaking a railway charter. They are pre-

cisaîr la the same position. Neither of them
coma te the parliament of Canada as phîlan
tbropists. They coma for the purpose 0l
making rnoney for themselvas, but thaiz

proposition ls of se public a nature, and si
much te the public advantage, that parlia

ment sees good to the public arising fron
the building of the railway or the construc
f ion of the works, and they ara there
fore prepared te do what la necessary t(
facilitate their operation. It is a faci
which need net ha argued, that W(

could flot bave railways without the power
of expropriation, and I arn inclined to think
we couid flot la many cases have power
woiks withont the power of expropriation.
What la the difference between the two ?
The railway company proposes to bnild a
ral-way to seil transportation and> to make
rnoney out of ItL The power compafly
seeks Incorporation la order to sali power
to propel raiiways as well as for other
purposes. The publie advantage cornes in

eqnally well lu both cases. Then take the

case of Irrigation. Farrners own land, or

it ls a part of the public dornain, It la flot
bIessed with a copions rainfali. Irrigation
becomes an assential matter, and Irrigation
cannot be had In a great ma-ny cases wlth-
ont -the power of expropriation, and parlia-
rnent stepa in and gives the power of ex-

propriation. Therafore I have tbonght
that the mattêr was s0 sirnple that
it soarcely required to be discussed.
0f course it 1s a serions matter to
exercise the power of expropriation. We
know that. Private interests have to suc-
cumb to what are the broader public Inter-
ests. I rernember two or three years ago
when the governrnent introduced a Bill in
this Honse for the purpose of extending the
power of expropriation as far as tbe gov-
erament was concerned, I tried very bard
to Imnpress -the hon. gentlemen-I do
flot know wliether my bon. friand frorn

*Russell (Hon. Mr. Edwards) was one of rny
audience or not-but I fried strongly to irn-
press the 'lion, gentlemen sitting on the

*opposite aide of the House 'with the danger
-of the proposition that was then suhanitted

*to ns, and which bas been rnade la-w.

Hon. M3r. EDWÂRDS-What proposition?7

* Hon. Mfr. FERGUSON-To enlarge the
*power of expropriation, so that the goveru-

aient couid take private property, and Ir
-they foun-d afterwards that thay dld not
rwant it they couid throw It back on the
*hands of the owners. They could take a

lirnited Interest ia it or an Jnterest for a
*Iimited Urne. It was axtending the power

i of' empropriation la what I conceded te be a
-dangereus manner, and I have very littlP,
-doubt that already hnrdships have arîsqr

under It. At ail events, great bardships wiil

tarise under it, If it ls flot administared with
great caution -Rnd care. However, parIla-


