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MONTREAL LIGHTING QUESTION.

Lîght;,Power and He at Company Alone in thec Field-
Ijow the Robert ýSyndicate Ilacked Out-Street

Railway's Freight Trafflc.

Monetary Times Office,
Montreal, October i5th.

>The curtain has risen upon another act of the farce of th,Montreal electric lighting franchises. Previously it uappearei
that after years of fighting the Power Company was opposeiby a competitor which had obtained access ta the streets
had obtained a franchise at lower ternis than the Powe
Company was willing ta accept, and which, unlike ail pre

viaus cpetitors, was unable ta in any way amalgamnate witl
the oer Company. Mantrealers thought that at last theihad been for ail time delivered froni the power of a lightinîmanopoly. The true situation is now revealed, and they stanc
face ta face with a worse situation than bef are,

The street lighting contract with the Montreal LightHeat and Power Company expires at the end of the preseni
year and the only coxnpany which can supply this light i
the jýower Campany. There is naw no alternative, nor isthere any reason ta suppose that any seriaus rival ta the coin-
pany will appear for many years ta corne, The campany isnow receiving $6o per light per annum for street lighting, andit proposes ta raise this price tO $75 pet annum. It informs
the city that if the cantract is nat arranged for in good tîimethe lights will be turned off and the streets left in darkness at
the sound of the New Year's bells. The wonder is that thecompany does nat ask for mare. The previaus contract was
for coxnsiderab]y more ,than the price naw asked, and the com-
pany neyer had the cîty sa completely at its niercy as it has
now. The, city may feel itself well treated if tht company lets
it off on as good ternis as those asked.
ResponsbiIty of the Votera.

Montrealers are asking who is ta blame for the situation.
They are generally toldk that they themselves are, inasmuch
as they have the vote and should exercise it ta place in power
aldermen with the necessar ability and willingness ta carryout the will of the voter and place the city in the position ofcontrai, An answer more useful ta manopoly was neyer in-
vented.

Tht affairs of the Power Company have been constantly
before the attention of Montrealers for many years past. Theorg-anization of the Lachine Power Comipany, its opposition ta,the Montreal Light, Hleat and Power Company, the modifica-tion of its declaration that it ýwould flot seil out ta that Corn-
pany and its eventual sale, thus removing the only realopponient the Power Company ever had, are occurrences
mainly of the last decade. The Power Company itself hadonly recently been formed of the previously existing lighting
companies. This amalgamation, together with the addition ofthe Lachine Company, removed ail effective competition, andgave the opportunity for the injectian of profuse quantities
of water inta the stock of the consolidation. As ta the mak-ing of the present lighting contract, the Power Comnpanyhad tendered at araund '$go, or very littie reduction on theprevious contract. Another tender was put in at less than$6o. The Power Company revised its tender ta $6o andI got
the contract.

Other Offer Hal Been Acepted.
Some few years ago the agitation for the renewal of thatcontract began. Opposition develope>d f roin sevcral sources,the mast serious of which was the Robert Syndicate. This

syndcatce obtained a lease on the l3eauharnois Canal power,
into which lease the Dominion Government introduced a pro-vision, making it impossible for the hoiders to axnalgamate
with any other company, or combine with them. in the matter

efforts of tf
irn.tiv di-ý

received its first blo, whn the Power 1Comnpantokutainjunction, the effect of which was ta deprive nY o tue can
of getting the street lighting catrc InMaf athe c
Robert offer for the supply of electricity for lighting and in-ýdustrial purposes tO citi7ens was cetd ndafwmnh

agotheconrat came Up for signature. For sanie reasoù,Mayor Payettc was flot ready ta sign. Llàter the conitract wassigned by the acting mayor'during the mtayor's absence, andeverYone supsed the matter was definlteîy settled. Nwiturns out that the Robert Syndica~ tsf refse the ter,
of the offer and will flot add its sgnature.It woufrj be iriteresting to learn the inside history of theaiffair, b

ExpIRntion of Wthgawal
r Meantijue, a few qiuotations fron the explanation of the»Robert Syndicate's reasons for refusýing signature are worth1 quating :-'We had anticipattd that tht knowledge that bya ur' tender wc werc offering ta supply light <andI Power uponrternis; very consierably. lower than those which the citizensIare at present paying, that we subjected Curnisee thand

thattht econdaitions adof the bletauharnoîsaCanai lease were'such.Lthat the campany was Comnpelled ta be for ail tinte a com-petitor of othtr campanies in Montréal, wuîhaedpsd
yor coul tai encorg th's company to enter the City andpta ouat tha it in a liberal sPirit. " The letter goes on tasaryd poe n taîl t ste-st deveop the neces-sarypowr an întai thesylmrn, andI as the contract M'asfor but ten years, only eight wauld be ieft. Under thecircunistances, it wauld be su1PPosed that the council wauîdinsert provisions whereby tht compn igtctnutodbusiness after the periad xnentioned nigta contwinu e dpres car wastaken ta Point out thttecmayýol
have no rights at all at th, end of the period. The campanywould also flot have power to enter ather muncaiitshving contracts at présent.c'atishv

The discussion following the reading Of the letter beforethe council this week showed the lines of division. Tt is ac-cepted here that tht Syndicate, after being Permnitted ta reachthe threshold -of victary, was annihilated by the ilijunctian ofthe Power Company, andI by the ifntraduction o odtositht contract which made it impassible to finaneteudrtaking. Tht result bas been distinctly fayorable t he tockr,of tht Power Comipany; and it wiîî now bl ita ettg stowatch the negotiations betw"ri the -council an fthetstifg tatowards the renewal of the street lighting cantracite«. p
Oflera Shareo f Illéaul Profits.

The Montreal Street Raîlway bas sent tht city a chequefor $241 ,967, representing the percentages due the City of theearnings of the railway fot the5 year ending September zstlast. A peculiar point was raised by tht Finne Cornmitterespecting tht cheque, the amnount etmbrain a.pootof the receipts for the carrnage Cf freight. As matr stanthe campany has no right ta carry freight although it iýagitating ta obtain this right. Tht Financé Comrnittee de-c1ded ta accept the cheque under reservation awaiting theOpinion of tht city attornieys as ta whether tht acceptance of aproportion of the recelpts on tht carrnage of frieight corn-mitted tht city if anNy Way upan the point of tht conîpany'sright ta carry freight.
Tht, total gross receipts froni passengets carried on therailway for tht period mentioned amnounted ta $3,s68464.Frani this the company deducted $473,455 for collections onlines outside the city. Ta tht remairder, is ade unr eceipts, such as 811,240 ftom advertisernent

5  erentais froni other sompanies, andI $17 s $î,265 frocatried, makling a total af $3, 146,447 Ùpon whic r,,n~ tiztwere paîd. -- Wc ecnae
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tence of a cansiderabît différencefoino e
t exican Power Conipanyý whichtointest columns a week aga i0 axpy*n

and C.e ofis W Cahan KIC,, attorne of
ant ot f ts~~ctr, Asicet if the powertitI finance itself he said :-ý'fhere is fot tht.bt that the powetrCmpnca baninethe~ Tramiways Corn C6nP -.11 oban n
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