
c Hon. Mr. WELLs-Tiat is the &e ti havù heard of it.

"Mr. CASSELS-Mr. Uicksn, =0ting ÑYfî the Grand Trunk Railwa, made certain suggestions. It
is idie to say that, because these egeows: do not meet the approval of one railway, they are im-.
mediately to take other proceedings AU far as Bathurst Street there is no-trouble."

iMr. CUMBEP.LAND-1 would ventc t© sWrggest that, if an arrangement is made to Bathurst Street,
it should be made to Brock Street; here fs pfenty of room to that point for "the Credit Valley iil-
way, if it succeeds, as I trust it msyy in gettdng the right way. Then the question with,the Grand
Trunk arises."

The whole difdiculty seems to -b that, 'when they arrive at Bathurst Street, one road
wants to shove the Credit VaiLe on to the other. Tiat strip of land is 100 feet wide;
they have five tracks on it, a couple of whieh were laid, I believe, immediately before
the Credit Valley tried to get into the éity. I am infornied by enginëers that there is.
io difficulty in putting down seven or eight tracks on that piece of property, and there
is plenty of room for the Credit Valley Railway, independently of the other roads. It is
assumed that there are other routes by which the Credit Valley Railway could get in,
but, in order to utilize them, they wotld have to trespass on lands belonging to the
Local Government, that have been appropriated for the Cehtral Prison and other
purposes, and it seems to be the opdWúon of different lawyers that ground acquired hy
the Government for their own e cannot be expropriated for railway purposes
under the Railway Act. The oljex of this Bill is simply to re-invest in the ~Govern-
ment the power of controlling the alignment and-disposition of the tracks entering into
the city over that piece of Ordn4ac land, The answer to this, that the question hàs been
decided in the Court of Chancer, and that it has been decided there that the fee in this
piece of land is vested in the Ormni Tmnk and Northern Railways, is, to ny mind;the
strongest possible argument in favo of this Company coming before the Comnittée to
ask for this Bill. They do not k to be granted right of way into the city without
paying their proportion for the imIprovements which the differènt railways have made on
the line; they are wvilling to pay their share of those improve-ments. They want
immediate connection with the City of Toronto, and the only waythey can oltain that
is. by applying to Parlianent for Jeae t» make that connection.

MIR. BOUTBEi-YOU bave mot tted very fairly what the Bill ass for. You have
stated that the object of the mnasre is to alIlow the Government to control the align..
ment of the Grand Trunk :nd Northem Railway tracks through ground occupied by,
them. That may be your intention, but it is not what is stated in the Bill. The first
clause gives the Government power to control the whole railway property of the
Northern Railway Company In the City of Toronto-nor merely to let the Credit.Valley
Railway in-and the second elause gvc vastly larger powers than you have statedr.

.NR. HAGGART-The station buildhngs are all on Ordnance land belonging to the
Government, and for which the Govermment never received any payment. The Credit
Valley Conpany contend that th.e Nrtthern Railway went on there without the sanction
of the Governmenf. You will gee that the Bill provides that the Credit. Valley
Railway Company shall pay reasonabl compensation for any lands taken by them under
this Act. It- is simply re-enaeting the clauses of the General Railway Aet.

MR. P4Vum-I-What is the ojeet Of re-enacting those clauses when we have them in
the IRailway Act

MR. HAGGART-It is for tlie pnrpe of having a more summary wayof getting in.
(Iaughter.)

Mr. PLumB-I think the onseems to be in the preamble of the IBI-whethler
the Governient are prepared to they are the ownersof, and have the compléte
control of that piece of prcperty, 1 do not see that there is any other question involved.


