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Mr. BLAKE. I think, in so far as my memory
serves nic, the extract wliich the lion, gentleman
read, correctly states the effect of the law, and
there is on the Statute-book a provision, inserted

during a somewhat animated discussion which
took ])lace here, which would prevent amalgama-
tion or working arrangements between the two
great corporations of which the hon. member for

Xorthunilierland (Mr. Mitchell) has spoken. It is

not, therefore, with respect to that difficulty that
anything I ha\e to say is brought forward. If

that (piestion were raised, I agree with the h(m.
member that it wouhl be a vital question, a ques-
tion which certainly could not be disposed of,

under any proper reading of our rules, without a
proper notice and without a reference back to the
('ommittee. 15ut a suggestion which the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has made,
may, perhaps, solve the immediate difficulty,

and enable us to deal with this measure upon what
I conceive to be sound jjrinciples. I feel, perhaps, a
special responsibility with respect to the present
po.sition of this Bill, because it happens that, upon
looking over the earlier measure to which the hon.
gentleman has alluded, it appeared to me, as then
framed, objectionable. It seemed to me that the
Parliament of Canada ough"; to lay down this rule :

that it would not grant the power of amalgamation
or working arrangements without having passed
once, at all events, upon the ])roposition that it

was expedient that such powers shouM be given.
.And, therefore, I suggested to those who ,were
promoting the other Bill, that they shouhl alter
the Bill and limit their powers to cases in which

the Parliament of Canada had once spoken affirm-

atively. I said, if Parliament has given to any
railway company either a general authority to
make working arrangements with any other com-
pany, or a special authority to make working
aiTangements with a particular railway company,
then there is no objection to Parliament siiying to
another company : You can make working arrange-
ments with any company so authorised ; because
Parliament in that case has already said there is no
objection to such an amalgamation l)eing effected.

And it was upon that suggestion as to the
expediency, on general principles, of retaining the
power to the Pcarliament of Canada, to that extent,
that the other Rill was altered, with, I believe, the
unanimous consent of the Railway Committee. It

seems to me the principle is as good and sound
to-day, and with respect to this Bill, as it was
with respect to the other Bill, and, therefore, I

object, upon the same grounds on which I ol)jccted

to theotherBill comjirehending thatwi<leauthority,
ta this Bill comprehending as wide an authority as
the hon. gentleman proposes. If there be, as the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has
said, some specific case, which it is wanted to meet
in a hurry tliis Session, for the amalgation or the
making of working arrangements with .sfime par-
ticular railway, we can still preserve the general
principle, which I deem to be of importance, by
allowing the general clause to be retained in its

revised form, and by inserting a clause giving
special authority to deal with the specified com-
pany, as the hoi . gentleman has suggested, and
thus we shall ha\ e met the case fully.
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