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concerned, these roada shall be under the
operation of this Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon, gentleman
from Marshfield has flot probably seen the
alteration which the hon, gentleman. from
De Salaberry bas made ln bis amendment.
Ile makes It an optional matter with the
provincial government whether the road
&hall corne under the board or flot.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE-With a view to sav-
Ing time, 1 have no desire to add anything
to, what I stated yesterday ln support of the
general proposition, but I might be allowed
to make a few remarks lni connection with
the addition. Is it seriousiy contended that
tbrough-tratfic ln this country shall fot ex-
let because If It is contended that through-
traffic 'w'li be hImited only to certain classes
of railways, surely It la the destruction of
through-traffic. Through-traffic is essential-
ly a matter of commerce and a great mat-
ter of commerce, one of the most Important
branches of commerce, and it seems to me
that It ta assigned to the Dominion parlia-
ment, and because a railway under the
3urisdiction of this parliament happens to
connect with a prov'incial railway, ls It to
be taken for granted that le to be thrqugh
traffie or any regulation thereof ? I ad-
dreas myseif especially to the hon, gen-
tlemanl from Belleville and the hou. gentle-
men from Marshfield and Calgary 'are they
really of opinion that through-traffic should
be confined to raflways under the authorityi
o! this parliament ? If I .understand pro-
perly the v'iews expressed by the bon. gen-
tleman from Calgary, lie ls of opinion that
a mucli more sweeping law than tbat should
be enacted and to adopt the prindIple em-
bodied iln clauses five, six and seven whIch
go far beyond that. These clauses are put-
ting under the exclusive jurisdiction of
this parliament ail] rniiways in the couni-
try, because If you declare, as is deciared
in tbose sections, that any raiiway cross-
ing a railway under the jurisdiction of
this parliament ls a work for the gen-
erai advantage of Canada, then you de-
clare, ipso facto, that ahl raiiways of
the country realIy fail under the juris-
diction of the parliamnent, and you de-
clare those railways work-s for the general
advantage o! Canada. No-w, 1 caîl the
special attention of the bon. gentleman to

a very Important point. The principie in-
volved in this ls flot merely a question of
ralIhways, At ls a inuch larger question. It
ls a question of divesting the provincial
legisiatures of their autonomy and of their
powers, and thereby interfering most ser-
iously with municipal control. We are
proud o! our municipal Institutions in this
country. Municipal institutions are our own
home rule, and If we takre from the local
provinces their jurisdiction over ail railways
of their own creation, wve Ipso facto remove
them from ail municipal control, because
the municipal authority possesses only
powers deiega-ted to them by the local
legielatures. They do not possess any
powers derived !rom this parliament. They
derive their powers exclusively !rom the
legisiature of the province. And what will
be the consequence ? That municipal affaire
ln very Important matters wiIl be, ln effect,
controlled, flot by the municipal electors,
not by municipal councils and flot by the
local representa tives ln the local councils, but
hI' menibers of parliament ; that ls, muni-
cipal affaira of the city of Toronto will
be controlled by men like myseif, who do
not know the first thing of the require-
rnents and wants and local conditions of the
city o! Toronto, snd w-bat I say o! the
city of Toronto can be said of ail cities
throughout the Dominion. We sbould be
jealous of Our n4uniciPal Institutions, and
I gay without hesitation thiat It is mnklIng
away, lu a great measure, with those insti-
tutions If we go to the extent of adopting
the principie eznbodied In the clauses as they
are dra!ted, and 1 hope that on serions
consideration we shaîl be unanimous in glv-
ing this parliament as extersive powers as
can reasonably be given, but preserv-e as
far as possible our municipal Institutions
snd the powers of the local legislature. I
repeat it, as far as through-traffic is con-
cerned, it ls essentially a commercial Mat-
ter o! very large importance, and it cannot
be confined to baif a dozen different bodies.
You have to leave It either to one body or
to another, or destroy Ipso facto tlirnngh-
traffic. The through-traffic means w-bat
It means a traffic *extending ov-er a large
extent of country, extending«, aqs o! neces-
slty in most cases, over several railwnYs,
and w-bat dIfference does it make -wbether
those rai]ways are under the jurisdiction of


