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of the local bodies. It seems to me that the practical operation of this Bill is, that this Company or these corporators
desire to own and work some mines in the Province of
Ontario, and they ask us to give them power to acquire real
and personal estate. Now, I say that our only power to do
so is limited to the cases in which that is a necessary incident of some other power, as, for example, when we create a
railway company, in accordance with our indisputable right
to create certain classes of railway corporations, inasmuch as we know that it is a necessary incident to that
power that a railway company shall have power to expropriate and hold lands, and we assume to ourselves the right
to give them that power. But it does seem to me that in
this case the primary object of this Company is to obtain the
right to hold real and personal estate within the Province
of Ontario or some other Provinces, I care not how
many, and to work them. It seems to me we ought
not so to interfere, it might be contrary to the policy of a
particular Province to allow any corporate body to hold
any land in that Province. The question of property and
civil rights is witbin the exclusive jurisdiction of the
Province, save in so far as we are empowered incidentally
to meddle with those subjects. The mere circumstance
that we have something to do in the regulation of trade and
commerce does not give us the power, as a general rule,
simply to incorporate private companies, who are going to
carry on trades. That is a different thing altogether from
the general regulation of trade and commerce, as bas been
demonstrated in some recent decisions. Therefore, it seems
to me the Bill is one deserving the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite.
My hon. friend bas just
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).
said he understands that no amendmeit was made ýn
Committee, which is not the case. In the Committee, of
which I have the honor to be Chairman, some material
amendments were made and, if I am not mistaken, an
amendment was made declaring the incorporation of this
body was for the general advantage of the country. If that
be so, that amendment would clearly bring it within the
functions and powers of the Legislature.
Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. CAMERON. Certainly that would bring it within
the functions of this Parliament, if thit declqration were
made in this Act. Is not the erection of furnaces and the
carrying on of smelting a business of a public character in
that sense within the Act ?
Mr. BLAKE. I think my hon, friend will find that that
applies to public works and undertakings declared to be for
the general advantage of Canada.
Mr. CAMERON. Granted that it does. It has been
arplied to railways and other works purely local in their
character, repeatedly in this Parliamont, whether rightly or
wrongly, I am not going to argue now. I have my own
opinion as to the proper construction of that clause, but it has
undoubtedly so been applied in our past legislation. A discussion upon the point that my hon. friend fromWest Durham
bas just raised occurred in the Private Bills Committee, and
the question as to its involving property and civil rights was
also discussed there at considerable length in reference to
this Bill. It was found, however, that this House had in
former Sessions passed more than one Bill of just this
character, giving to a foreign company and corporation
corporate powers in Canada, without insisting upon their
being orgauized upon the laws of Canada, or their stockholders being residents here, and without any of those
securities that the Legislature used to throw around
incorporations of a public body; that we, at any
rate, as a Committee only followed the established
course of legislation in allowing the Bill to .pass.
I mentioned that to show that the matter was discussed and
Mr. BLAX.
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considered by the Private Bills Committee, and that we
have only followed the precedent of allowing the Bill to
pass in the shape in which it ultimately passed the Corn.
mittee. The question, however, is a large one, and one
which is well deserving the attention of the House, and I
am glad the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
bas referred to it. Personally, I may say, that I am not at
this moment prepared to accede to the position that we
should give to companies incorporated abroad, for any pur.
pose whatever, a corporate existence here, without know.
i ng their strength and power of carrying on a business whieh,
in regard to companies whose corporate powers originate
in Canada, are so carefully looked af ter in the general Act.
The principle, however, is one which, as I have already
remarked, deserves the careful attention of the House. The
hon. member for East Hastings (Mr. White), who had charge
of the Bill before the Committee, argued that to throw
restrictions in the way of giving corporate powers
would b
unnecessarily to
to foreign companies
keep out of the country a large amount of foreigu
capital which it would be desirable to have embarked in
Canada. Under the Joint Stock Companies Act, it is noces.
sary, I believe, that a certain number of the directors if not
of the subscribers are required to be British subjects, and he
argued that to compel them to go through the form and
incur the delay, trouble and expense necessary to incorporation under the Act, would be to deter the influx of vory
desirable capital. He said that in this particular case the
Com pany desired to put up smelting works, and also to carry
on the business of mining and shipping iron ore largely to
the United States, which would involve transportation in
vessels, and in interchange of trade between the countries,
and that, therefore, their incorporation would not be within
the powers of any of the Provinces. He also pointed out that
to refuse them corporate powers would be to retard the
development of our iron industry, and exclude a large
amount of foreign capital which it was very desirable to
get into the country. I believe he stated that the
capital of the Company was $1,225,000, and he instanced the fact that a company was incorporated
the Session before last called the Consolidated Gold Mining
Company to carry on gold mining in his own county, and
that they had received their powers by an Act exactly like
This. That Company has since brought into Canada a large
amount of American capital, and is now carrying on an
extensive business by virLue of the incorporation which it
procured the Session before last. The same powers were
granted last Session, I believe, to an English Company-the
Winslow-Jones Canning Company-which carried on its
operations in the Lower Province. If, however, the House
should now take a retrograde step and declare that it is net
in the interests of Canada to give this kind of incorporation
well and good, but we shail be reversing the course of Our
legislation for some time back.
Mr. BLAKE. I may say that I have looked into the Bill,
and I find that it bas not been amended in Committee as
supposed by the hon. gentleman.
Bill read the third time and passed.,
EDISON ELECTRIC LIGHT.
House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 46) to
incorporate the Edison Electric Light Company of Canada.
-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)
(In the Committee.)
Mr. MILLS. There was a strong feeling among rMaY
members of the Committee on Miscellaneous Private Bih
that this Bill wasuone that more properly fell within oc
jurisdiction than perhaps any other Bill beforO the (o"
mittee this Session. The powers which it asks, thoDao
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of the operations which it is proposed to carry on, prove quently distance is an object. In all ordinary cases
that the Company should have sought an Act of incorpo- provision is made for the laying of mains in the streets
ration from the Local Legislatures and not from this from which mains the houses adjacent will be lighted; bul
Parliament. There is nothing like trade or commerce con- there may be a case where, in order to reach a water power,
nected with the operations of a company organized for this it may be of immense advantage to the Company, instead
purpose. It is practically local in its character; it is for the of traversing somo street or square at a considerable
purpose of carrying on a certain class of business within a distance, to take a direct line from the water power to a
certain locality, and, as this Company must be subjeet to point which is to be the centre of illumination. There
municipal regulations, it should therefore receive its might also be a case in which the electric light, being
powers from Local Legislatures, but if this Bill were passed used on the one side of a building in the centre
the Company might claim to be entirely free and exempt of a block, it might become necessary to reach a
from municipal control. It is proposed to give the Ccmpany corresponding building on another street, it would
certain powers of expropriation and certain easements be of great advantage to have a direct line, instead of
with respect to lands belonging to private parties. Wa passing round a considerable distance. After thorough
cannot impart to a company any powers this discussion in Committee, it was thought proper to give the
Parliament does
not possess, and we do not Company such powers as were fairly incidental to their
possess any
such
power
as is
proposed
to incorporation, or as would enable them to carry out their
be given by this Bill. The British North America Act system successfully. The Committee, after mature condefines that the control of property and civil rights is sideration of this point, during Itwo or three sittings,
with the Local Legislatures of the different Provinces; in arrived at the conclusion to leave this one power. It is
so far as this Parliament has any power at all it is not the right of appropriating the land of another or
expressly vested in it for special purposes, and it had no owning acquired lands, but of simply passing their lines and
right to go outside those special purposes as it seems to me affecting this important saving of distance. Ordinarily, it
it will do if it undertakes to incorporate this Company. I was explained to the Committee, the wires would be laid
say nothing about the merits of the enterprise; it may be under ground, and would be laid, with the consent of the
greatly in the public intereet that an organization of this municipal authorities, along the streets, and the illumination
kind should receive an Act of incorporation, but the point I would be imparted to buildings by circuits from these
desire to impress upon the Committee is, that this Parlia- mains. i thnk the House will have no difficulty in coming
ment has no jurisdiction over the subject proposed to be to a conclusion similar to that arrived at by the Comdealt with by the Bill, and that the parties should have mittee.
sought incorporation elsewhere and not from the Parliaifr BLAK. My bon. friend has confused the two
ment of Canada'...
t
.
topics, the reasonableness ot the provisions contained in this
ÙX. COLB3Y. The object to be attamned by the incor- Bill and the quetowhhritsftwehudinrpae
poration of this Company and other cornp ani es of a ike Bil adheqestion wheth-er it is fit we shoaid incorporate
cpao erin one
t is ompany
h
heleu
and
coup
this Company at all. We are dealing, at this morment, not
atlacter, is one with which the other
rouse and the country with the question of the
reasonableness of the Light Comathiarge will undoubtedly have great sympathy, and one in pany having certain powers of expropriation, but with the
wthe
great expenditure of
and the consecration of question whether it is fit this Company should be incorpo.
e grean e nt
capitalat
rated here. My hon. friend has referred as an instance to
ves Ofmany eminent men that have taken place for the the case of the telephone companies.
Well, there was
purposedOf solving this problem of an economical and great deal of doubt as to the telephone companies, buta
improved light.
We know the very satisfactory results they stand on a wholly different basis
from this. At
which have been attained in France, England and the
time we incorporated telephone companies, the
anited States, that very rapid progress bas been made, the
telephone system was also in its infancy; and we know
ad that the problem may be now looked upon a s usceptible, even in its present condition, of developmentit is
in
Prcthesllsolved. Those gentlemen who have devoted the way of very longe circuits. This capability of developthemselves so entirely
te the soeving of this problem
b
are
vrep sed
to t
sl
of
Ca
ment is quite inapplicable to the Electric Light Company.
My hon. friend acimits this since he says it is of great imCanada.
mito
system
their
introduce
to
spared
Capita
enterprise in his country are prepared to joi them in the portance to the Company to save a few yards distance.
POWer which i they simply ask from this Parliament the Five-eighths of a mile is their extreme length of circuit.
panies which dhbasgranted to telephone and- similar com- The Company is essentially
in character. They
Panies wbich desired to do business through the Dom- could not even light the wholelocal
of Ottawa from the same
loalitybad, and net in any speciat Provice, city or centre. It is, therefore, proposed to incorpoate a company
locality. It stands precisely on the same footing in that here which is to do a separate
business in each town of the
repeet
as theincorporated
tolephone bycompanies,
which With
have Dominion in which it chooses to do business.
beenl flready
this Parliament.
respect to the power of expropriation there is no such
Mr. COLBY. Absolutely the same as the telephone
POer properly so called contained in the Bill.
company.
There Was in the Bill, as I introduced it, certain powers of
Mr. BLAKE. No, because there was great possibility of
epropriation and the question was carefully considered in the extension of
the telephone. A telephone system might
PoWer
lefte. Those
powers
were
withdrawn.
The
only
possibly
be
established,
for instance, between Montreal and
ther
wireswas
a clause by which, under certain conditions, Kingston,
and so forth.
th
iay be placed under ground so as not to interfere
after full oeto
compensation had
Mr. COLBY. The possibility cf extension exists here.
been
eai any enhouses
ose or property,
rop
""Plgiîven te the Preprieters. . The objeet
cf thathawas The faet did not exist when the telephone company was
wasroatd
an expet by the gentleman before the Committee who was mnorporated,
Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman's statement of the
cOnductngt 'e pointedO ut the dissimilarity between the
for ordinnagyethodsOf electricity for electric purposes and case be correct, I think the possibility of extension would
Wer res purpose, that there was an immense loss of be a very slight pretext on which to assert our jurisdieinhr any increase in the length of the wire. tion. The light can only be sent five-eighths of a mile
ft 'awasexptlie
eulaing frm
i~~
WAS en
< in the Committee that Mr. Edison himself now, and it cannot be presumed it may be sent so
«f & "4ftb
y
0 able to cover by his system a radius many miles as to make
it a Dominion affair.
of a mÛ ifrm -h
Mr,
@onb..1ltluk w a
~trwai t awkule
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striving to embarrass and trouble such companies, and of
promoting the formation of small companies in the different
Provinces, which should operate in small local areas. We
should give those companies the privileges they ask.-of
extending their operations through the whole Dominion
and doing so in the most economical manner. We should
give them a helping hand, so far as we eau profitably do it.
I think they are only asking at our hands powers that we
have already granted the telephone company, and which
are perfectly proper for us to grant.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). When I stated that the
preamble had been amended in the other Bill before the
House, by inserting the statement that it would work to the
general advantage of Canada, I was mistaken; I find it was
in this Bill the amendment was made. The twowere before
the Committee on the same day, which may have led to my
mistake. That Bill was fully discussed in the Committee
on Private Bills, and the amendment to the effect I have
indicated was introduced deliberately. It was considered
at the time of its discussion in the Committee, that the
introduction of the electric light system was a work to the
general advantage of Canada; that, inasmach as the Company have to carry on their operations in every Province,
the best system would be the construction of one central
establishment from which operations could be carried on
between two or more of the Provinces. Supposing, as has
been suggested, that the water power of the Chaudière was
used to manufacture the electric light in Quebec and Onta.
rio-a result which, I believe, is within the circle of proba.
bility ; when it is considered that the Act of incorporation
gives the Company power to manufacture the requisite
machinery and carry on the business of selling all over the
Provin2e; when it is also considered that it dealt with the
patents that were to be vested in the Company-that
patent extending over the whole Dominion-the Company thought in their wisdom that this was a case in
which that declaration was properly put in the preamble
-that the incorporation of this Company was for the
general advantage of Canada. If these words were properly
inserted in the preamble this discussion is now out of
place. If they were properly inserted they would give this
Parliament jurisdiction to deal with this question. I enti'elY
endorse the argument of the hon. member for Stanstead, that
this Bill is within our functions, and I am aware that if the
House does not accede to the proposition now before itthat when a company comes to this Parliament possessilng
functions so large, and asks for permission to carry on
operations in every Province of the Dominion, we are to
try them and say you cannot obtain your request; You
must go to the eight or nine Provinces of the Dominion
and get an Act passed by the Legislature enabling you to
carry on your business. When a company asks such large
powers-when its objects are good-to carry its work of
connecting two or more Provinces-when it deals with
patents and proposes to sell the articles it manufactures in
every part of the Dominion, for the advantage of the whOle
people, I confess it is a company whose incorporation coneS
within the proper functions of the general Parliamen•
For these reasons, I think that the declaration is properly
inserted, and that the decision of the Private Bills Committee,
arrived at deliberately after full discussion, shoald bc
adopted.
Mr. MILLS. I am not surprised at the argument, ofth@
hon. member for Victoria, that we here eau give th
authority asked for by simply declaring that the subjeot
may be dealt with by us, and is for the general advanae
the people of Canada. If the hon. gentleman iS righever
can exorcise jurisdiction in regard to any matter, bowire
local its character may be. If it will simply relu
for any Act of Parliament that it be peadedit ifor
is an oIýect which abould be encouraged, instead of the goneral advantage of Canada, no oxurt wouJ

things exist, and when they do exist we can deal with them.
My hon. friend puts the matter upon those public grounds
which I think are entirely beside the question. He speaks
of the consecration of their lives, by some eminent individuals, to such improvements as the production of this light.
No doubt those men will be great benefactors to their kind;
but, so far as I can observe, they are always particularly
watchful to take care, and very properly so, that among the
persons benefitted shall be the inventors themselves. I do
not think it is free light that we are about to get. I believe
that all those enterprises are covered up by patents, and that
we shall be called upon to pay just as much as is thought, on
the whole, to be the most remunerative price to the inventor.
But that is not the question here just now, the question is
not the incorporation of an Electric Light Company, but
whether it should be incorporated; whether a light company for Ontario and Quebec, should be incorporated under
the authority of the Legislatures of Ontario and Quebec, or
under the authority of the Canadian Parliament, especially
in view of the fact that it is admitted to be absolutely essential
that the Company should expropriate real estate and interfere with the municipal regulations, and deal with those
matters rather jealously kept hitherto within the control of
the local bodies, aye within the control of the local municipalities. We are treading upon a dangerous path when we
propose giving a company like the present those large
powers in this Parliament, and interfering in the manner
proposed with what is properly a subject of local legislation.
Mr. COLBY. I think the analogy between the Telephone
Company, which was incorporated and which now practically exists in Canada, and this Electric Light Company,
is complete. Those who asked for the incorporation of the
telephone company did not ask it on the ground that it
Tho claim was
would be a rival of the telegraph.
put on the ground that it would be a local institution, as
one convenient for use in the cities ; and, at present, I am
not aware of any points at considerable distances apart in
Canada connected by telephonic communication.
Mr. BLAKE. There is an efficient telephone between
Toronto and Hamilton.
Mr. COLBY. I was not aware of the fact. But I will
suggest what I think will be obvions to every person who
has any knowledgo ot the methods of electric lighting. The
machinery connocted with electric lighting is difficult and
expensive t o construct. It has to be manufactured under
the superintendence of experts; and I believe I am correct
in stating that, although there are several companies
incorporated in the United States, that they have one
central manufactory for their machinery, available to all the
States. I believe that the machinery for a Canadian
Company could not well be manufactured in the different
Provinces, and that if we would ask for the effective construction of this machinery in the different Provinces, it
would be necessary for the Company to manufacture its own
apparatus and machinery in order to carry on its operations
within each Province; the Company, I say, would be obliged
to have a separate manufactory in each Province, whereas
I think its work can be done much more effectively and
economically by one central institution. The hon. member
for West Durham seems to think, from the tone of his
observations, that it is our duty to watch and embarrass this
Company.
Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.
Mr. COLBY. This Bill is proposed in the interest of
cheap lighting-in the public interest, and I think we
should give every facility to those different rival companies to compete among themselves, as well as with gas
companies, in order that the result of that general and firm
competition may give cheap light to the people. I think
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liberty to go behind that declaration and enquire into the
merits of the case.
Mr. CAME RON. Nor could any Court do so.
Mr. MILLS. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman.
It was not intended that we should abuse the powers we
at
possess by a declaration of that sort. We have to look
the facts and the nature of the case on all occasions. If the
subject-matter is local in its character, we cannot divest it
of that character and give it a Dominion character simply
by a declaration such as the hon. gentleman proposes
We
to impart into the preamble of this Bill.
must exercise the powers we possess of exclusive
and legislate in such a way as not to
jurisdiction,
interfere with the powers given to the Local Legislatures.
Local Legislatures have certain powers conferred upon
then. They have powers to create municipalities, to confer
upon a municipal corporation certain legislative and
executive functions-to discharge certain municipal powers;
and the hon. gentleman proposes here to exorcise a power
which might seriously interfere, which might, iu fact, take
away the power that a Local Legislature is authorized to
confer upon a municipality. The hon gentleman might, by
this Bill-because we have the power to legislate upon this
Bil, have given this Company mach more extensive powers
than they possess, ho could give them power to take
property absolutely. We have the power to say that a
company may take the property of private individuals,
or to take the property of a municipal corporation; we
might authorize them even to take the property of a Provincial Government lying within a particular town or city
where they propose to erect their establishment. Now, here
i one of the powers possessed by municipal cor porations:
for instance, the power to see to the lighting of the city. It
is one of their necessary functions, in order that they may
discharge their municipal dutie, to preserve peace and order,
and properly enforce the law. But the hon. gentleman proposes here to deal with the subject in such a way as, it may
be, seriously to cripple the municipal council of a town or
city from the proper and efficient discharge of their muni
cipal fanctions. It is perfectly clear that if we can incorporate this Company we can incorporate a gas company.
Ail that it is necessary for a gas company to do is to
come here and say that they wish for power to
provide the various towns and cities with gas, and that
they propose to carry on their operations in every Province
nf the Dominion. It is true this corporation would be
lecessarily of a local character. Their business in one
Place would be wholly independent of their business* in
amother place, and yet, by the rules laid down by the hon.
fnober for Victoria, we could incorporate a gas company
ford theentire Dominion, we could confer upon them extrapowers, and we could, in this way, obtain absolute
conrinay
intol over the municipalities, throughout the various Provncs of the Dominion. It i8 clear, to my mid, that the
Constitution never contemplated the exorcise of any such
Piscrs as have just referred to. I decline to enter into a
discyssion Of the merits of a corporation of this
sort. They
May h , as I stated before, highly meritorious, much more
dvittagOOus than gas companies, but that is a question
"th
Wueichwe
have nothing to do. We have to do with
the questhie
Of jurisdiction
and if the jurisdiction is vested
)ethenthe merits or demerits of this Company
Imay
this Parliamenty considered in the Legislatures and not in
juSir JOUN A. M&CDONALD. My hon. friend who bas
Jon sPoken has always taken this groundl since 1867,
but the
he n.W der of the Opposition bas never taken the position
his5 n oes and I do not know that ho bas before orpressed
for
Onti think it would be excoedingly unfortunate
intis
sryifwaltered the principle that bas obtained
this louse ever-since 1867, and the constructive powers
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of Parliament that have been given by Acts again and
again. Of course I have not them now all in my
recollection ; but if you go over the list of Statutes
of Private Acta passed since 1867, you will find that my
hon. friend, as a general rule, opposed them all in this
House, but Parliament has always overruled his opinion,
strongly and ably though it has been expressed. Acta have
again and again been passed in the same position, and with
the same rights, powers and privileges, as areiclaimed under
this Act. I say it would be exceedingly unfortunate for
any great undertaking or any great invention that any
party desired te introduce, if the inventors of this new
undertaking were obliged to go to every Legislature, te the
seven or eight or twenty-as we may have by-and-byeLegiolatures to get power to have several separate corporations with separate powers, with separate privileges, or distinct varions privileges under varying conditions and restrictions. It would be equivalent te the banishment fron this
country, practically, of any greatimprovement of the nature
of this Bill. I do not think there is the slightest ground
for the point my hon. friend bas contended for. He is,
however, not speaking te the question of whether this
Parliament lias power te incorporate this "Edison Electric
Light Company," but he is reducing his argument and
objection to some of the clauses. He objects te the appropriation clause. Well, it may be that when we come te
these clauses-if there are such clauses in the Bill, I bave
not read it-that my hon. friend can raise objections te
them; but the question now is, has this Parliament the
jurisdiction to grant an Act of incorporation te a company
seeking to introduce the "Elison Electric Light" into
every town and city of the Dominion? That is the simple
question. Now, in the first place, the power of incorporating
these companies cannot come within the general phrase of
property and civil rights, and the hon. gentleman, if· he
will look at the 92nd clause of the British North America
Act, will see cloarly that it does not. Because, although the
Legislatures
Provincial
that gives
clause
same
the
exclusive
right te
legislate
as
to property and civil rights, gives them especially the power
te grant Acts for the incorporation of companies with pro.
vincial objects, and if that clause was not there it shows
that the Imperial Legislature, by inserting that clause, say
that they could not incorporate companies even for provincial objects under the general powers of legislating as to
property and civil rights. They have only the power te
incorporate companies with provincial objecta. That being
inserted there expressly, it shows that if it had not been se
expressed they could not incorporate a company even for
provincial objects. Then the British North America Act
provides that we can pass all laws for the good government
of the country, except when they are exclusively reserved
for the separate action of the Provincial Legislatures, and
that it must be shown, as an objection te any Act
introduced here, that it comes within some of the
special exceptions which deprive the general Parliament of this general power of legislation on all
subjects for the good government of the country, that is, for
the material advancement or improvement of the country,
unless it interferes distinctly with that general power, when
it is cut off, severed from this Parliament, and handed over,
exclusively and beyond doubt, te the different Provinces.
Now, if you look te the 92nd clause of the British North
America Act, giving exclusive powers te the Provincial
Legisilatures, it provides that they shall have exclusive
power of legislation as te "local works and undertakings."
Now, I call the attention of the Committee te these
Works
two points-" local works and undertakings."
and undertakings are not the sane thing. The work is the
thing t be done; the undertaking is the incorporation of
the Company and the organization of the means te carry out
the work, and the hon. gentleman will see that those two
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dhrases, "local works" andI "local undertakings" hav(
separate meanings, because, looking at the 10th sub-sectioi
of the 92nd clause of the Act, we flnd that whereas the gene
ral language is local works and undertakings, in sub-sectior
C the word "undertaking " is not used, but the wor<
"lwoi-ks" only, and the sub-section only applies to works
the general purview, however, of sub-section 10 applyinî
to both. I will read the first paragraph of sub-section 10o
this clause:
" Lines of steam or other ships, railways, canals, telegraphs, anÈ
other works and undertakings connecting the Province with any othei
or others of the Provinces,-"

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman wil
please wait until I conclude the sentence, so that its con
tinuity may not be interrupted :
"Or extending beyond the limits of the Province."

Now, the undertaking of the Edison Company is not for on<
Province, or for two, but for all. The undertaking whicl
we are authorizing them to commence, and organize, anc
carry out, is to establish works generally for every Provinc<
in the Union.
"Lines of steamships between the Province and any British or foreigr
country.

My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) argued that, i:
you stretch this clause, you can do anything you like, you
can pass any law, but we must read the language just as il
is expressed:
"Sncb works as, although wholly situate within the Province, are,
before or after their execution, declared by the Parliament of Canada t<
be for the general advantage of Canada, or for the advantage of two oi
more of the Provinces."

This applies to the works, and it is this clause whiclh
supports the argument of my hon. friend from North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron). We will suppose that Mr. Edison,
as an individual, established electric lights in every town
&1-city in every Province of the Dominion; that, after he
had done so, he chose to make an incorporated company,
and come to this Legislature, that company could get an
Act for the construction of these works, declaring them te
be for the general advantage of Canada. If we declared as
a legislative body, if the Legislatnre of the Dominion declares

that any work, no matter how local, or small, or insignificant, be for "lthe general advantage of Canada," it must
be held that theParliament of Canada will act with conscience,
and will not declare any work to be for "the general advantage of Canada or two or more of the Provinces" if they do
not think so. That declaration once made-any work,
however local its character, so being declared legislatively
by the Parliament of Canada to be "for the general advantage of Canada," it becomes a general Dominion work, just
as the shortest railway connecting Ottawa with Prescott if
declared to be for the general benefit of Canada at once
becomes a Dominion work. The general legislation rests
iere; of necessity it rests here, whether for the purpose of
forming before incorporation and commencing work if the
work is created; the work so built, so organized, is for
the general advantage of Canada. The language cannot be
clearer, and the objeet of this clause, theobject of the Imperial
Parliament in passing the Act was to prevent absurdity and
expense and obstruction to material progress by compelling
every person introducing a great undertaking-offering to
carry out a great undertaking in each other Province for
the general advantage-to go to the several Provincial
Legislatures. They might get power in one, they might be
refused it in another; they might get restricted powers in
one and large powers in another; they might be compelled
to submit to conditions varying and inconsistent in their
nature. All these obstructions were present to theI legislative mind at the time this clause was adopted, and it would
Sir JouN A. MACDONALD.
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really introduce some of the worst and most inconvenientfeatures of the Federal system if we were driven to this necessity
It was for the very purpose of avoiding such obstructions that
this law was so framed. I say again that we have acted
upon that principle. My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr
Mills) has always objected to it from the beginning, but the
Legislature bas overlooked his objections, and it would be
rather an interesting thing to go over and collate the various
private Acts which have Ibeen passed in this Parliament
since 1867, and see how universally on almost every possible
subject of material progress, the principle contended for by
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) bas been set
aside, and Parliament has, for the general good of the
country, adopted the principle which is asked for in the
incorporation of this Company.
Mr. BLAKE. There are some things which the hon,
gentleman has said to which I assent, and a good many
others from which I dissent very strongly. I am quite
aware that the hon. gentleman regards the Federal system
as a very inconvenient system.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I do not.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, the hon. gentleman does, and he
pointed out, in the remarks which ho has just made, that by
assenting to the principle contended for by my hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), we would be introducing one of
the most inconvenient features of the Federal system, and
we know that the hon. gentleman regards the system as
an inconvenient one-one whose inconveniences are sometimes perfectly appalling. Fortunately, however, as somo
of us think, and unfortunately as some others believe,
we have a Federal system, ard we have to take
the inconveniences
as well as the conveniences.
We have to take the good along with the bad. There is
undoubtedly a great advantage in contralized power; the
despot can do many things which cannot be done by the
exercise of free government in a free country, bat while
there may be some slight inconveniences in the division of
power to which the hon. gentleman refers, we believe that
it is botter to put up with these inconveniences for the sake
of the greater gain which subsists between these divisions
of power. I do not think the phrase which the hon. gentleman bas quoted has so wide a meaning as ho ascribes to it.
It is a phrase that bas almost a technical signifination in
connection with railway companies, and if you look at the
context of this phrase, you will find that it is dealing with
arrangements for transportation or communication of some
kind or other:
"Lines of steam or other ships, railways, canals, telegraphs and
other works and undertakings connecting the Province, with anY
other or others of the Provinces, or extending beyond the limits of the
Province."

That is the class of work spoken of; the incorporation Of
eompanies with provincial objects, as the hon. gentleman
himself observed, is dealt with in another clause, the
11th clause. Now, I ain inclined to agreo with the hon.
gentleman that it would be found difficult for any court,
when the work or object was of a character which fairly
comes within the'description of local works and undertakings, to enter into the question whether the Parliament
of Canada was right or wrong in declaring that the
particular Act was for the general advantage of Canada,;
but I dissent from the view that the word 9"undertakincg
applies to any company. A work to sell ginger pop nth
street, for instance, would not come within clause 10; t

must be a work or undertaking of the class specified in theOx'
ceptions given in this clause, such works as are whollY sithe
ed within a Province, but which are declared to be fo th"

general advantage of Canada and not mere trading compans'
If the words "for the general advantage of Canada "ne
be applied to a trading company under any circumstaaue
we are bound-and all the maore absolutely bound because
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of the argument of the hon. gentleman, and because our ground for some of the friends of the Globe saying that this
action is not susceptible of review-to consider whether we is unconstitutional. I do not know whether the hon. member
can honestly, and with propriety, apply these words to for Bothwell opposed this Act in 1871 on that ground.
any particular case. The hon. gentleman has said that it Another Act of the same year is to amend the Act respecting
would be of great advantage to Canada to have the Edison the Canadian Engine and Machinery Company, which was a
light introduced. I doubt it not ; but suppose the Edison Local company before, and wished to extend its business of
light had not been invented, would it not be of great advan- making machines to other Provinces. Except for the
tage to Canada to have gas introduced into every city crotchets of the hon. member for Bothwell, we never raise
or town, or to have waterworks ? Could we not honestly the point; we always held the common sense view that any
declare these to be of great advantage to Canada in the undertaking that was to be carried on in more than one
sense that the hon. gentleman proposes ? Certainly we Province should be authorized by a general Act of incorcould, and that proves that that is not the sense in which poration; and now this point is brought up at the very last
these words are used in this clause. We have to consider moment.
whether the character of the operations of the Company is
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). If I understand the hon.
local. The question is: whether the particular Company1 member for West Durham, he contends that works of this
before us is a company which, within the true meaning of kind do not come within the 10th sub-section; that it is not
this clause, can be declared for the general advantage of a work or undertaking, and that those works must be limited
Canada. It is not enough to say that it would be very as applying only to works of the class specified in such subuseful for a great many towns or for every town in section, namely, "lines of steam or other ships, railways,
the Dominion to have the Edison light introduced, if canals, telegraphs and other works and undertakings." The
the Edison light is to be introduced by separate hon. gentleman argued that this Company could not be
was termed an undertaking. In sub-section C of section 10 the
arrangements in each town, else whatever
to be for the advantage of the towns or cities of works and undertakings are declared to be:
Canada would be for the general advantage of Canada,
" Such works as, although wholly situated within the Province, are
and so you would practically absorb almost all the local
before or after their execution, declared by the Parliament of Canada
powers with reference to incorporation.
to be for the general advantage of Canada, or for the advantage of two
I do not wish to follow or more of the Provinces."
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
u) the discussion, for I think the Committee will under- The question is, thon, simply whether this is a work or not.
stand it; but the Statutes of Canada for 1877 have just been If, however, the hon, gentleman is right in arguing that subplaced in my bands. I do not know whether the hon.E section 10 does not cover works of this kind, what clause is
gentleman was thon Minister of Justice.t
there giving jurisdiction over matters of this kind to Local
Legislatures ? It can only be either the 11th clause for the
Mr. BLAKE. No ; I think not.
of companies with provincial objects, or the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find that chapter 83 iri incorporation
What we contend is, that the incorporation of
10th
clause.
this book is an Act to incorporate the Dominion Grange of
the Patrons of Husbandry of Canada. If there is anything a company to do business all over the Dominion and carry
more local than another, it is the land in the Provinces; and on business of this particular kind is not the incorporation
Yet here is an Act to incorporate an association having for of a company with a municipal, local or provincial object.
its object "the improvement of agriculture and horticulture, If it is not one or the other then the Local Legislatures can
the sale and disposal of their productions, and the procuring have no jurisdiction. If that were so, then the roserve
power vested in this Parliament was the one to be exercised
of their supplies to the best advantage, the systematizing
off
their work, the discountenancing of a system of credit, the for the incorporation of this Company.
encouragement of frugality, and the intellectual, social and
Mr. MILLS. I objected to the incorporation at the time,
fhinancial imprî'ovemlent and welfare of its mernbers in the but the majority of the Committee having previously
Various Provinces of the Dominion.
sanctioned the incorporation of companies with like power,
a charter should not be refused in similar cases. In this
Mr. MACKENZIE. But what are their powers ?
case the Company cannot be incorporated and exercise its
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will send the
functions without seriously interfering with the powers
gentleman the book, and ho will see that they are localhon.f
inail respects, and that they apply to every Province. I takec which are conferred upon Local Legislatures, or by them
conferred on municipalities.
it'if there is a local work, it is the printing
of the Ottawa
Free Pressor the Ottawa Citizen.
Preamble agreed to.
MIr. BLAKE. Yes ; or the Belleville Intelligencer.
On an amendment moved by Mr. COLBY,
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It was objected that the
Sir
JOHN
A.
MACDONALD.
Or
the
Toronto
Mail
or the
Thronto Globe;-yet I find in the same book
an Act to amend exercise of this power by putting up electric light wires
the Globe Printing Company, the might be accompanied with inconvenience to individuals
incorporate
Act toowhich
tr peamble
states:
"Whereas, the Globe Printinga and the public, and also to telegraph and telephone comof spany has, by its petition, represented that it is desirous Ppanies. The attention of the Government was directed to
OfficesItin various places outside of the Pro- i t, and f believe the Minister of Public Works consulted the
Vinestablishing
ce of Ontario."
had a Local Act of incorporation.
cientific officer connected with telegraphs and such matters
Sir ALBERT J. SMITiII But that is cloarly a work for n his Department, and the telegraph and telephone companies also took an interest in the subject. Finally the
tho general advantage of Canadat t
aamendment as now proposed met with the approval of
•.
Sir JORK
igreat ab A. MACDONALD. As an hon. friend says,there GGovernment, and also of the telegraph and telephone como a gr absence of electric light about it. The Act goes onppanies.
The amendment provides that electric light wires
i
braY o"The said Globe Printing Company may establish wwhen
carried above ground shall be wholly insulated so as
ranch offices iu the capitals of the several Provinces of t o be free from any possibility of danger or inconvenience
Doria, an
any other cities, towns or places in the to any one, and in all cases the wires were to be
That was insisted on
haps in corelisewhere." There is one fault in this, per-w worked on a metal circuit.
does ntcs)aneqUenice of the modesty of the promoter. It b,y the telephone companies more particularly. They
gay that the distribution of this paper is for the a re in the habit of establishing earth-currents, and
advantage of the Dominioi, and that may be a t ley contended that as the force of the eloctric circuit is
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much greater from the electric light wires than from the municipality. If so, I think words could be devised whieh
telegraph or telephone wires, if the electric light wires weree would make the meaning clear, for it is not clear now.
placed so as to connect with gas or water pipes, the earth
Mr. McDOUGALL (Halton). That remark of the hon.
current would be destroyed by the electric light wires
Those companies also objected to electric light wires being gentleman raises an objection which I did not think it
placed on the same side of the street, on the ground thai proper te interpose when we were on the preamble of the
Bill, though 1 do not agree with the views expressed on this
they would have a similar effect.
side of the floor with respect to the constitutional right of
Mr. BLAKE. We have noticed accounts in the public the House to deal with this question in the way in which
journals, of serious accidents that have occurred in connec this Bill proposes to deal with it. But I agree so far, that
tion with these wires. I was, therefore, glad to learn that it is in the power of this Parliament to incorporate this
danger was to be specially guarded against, but when]I Company. We may give it the bare power of incorporation
hear that, notwithstanding the insulation of the wires, in the whole Dominion, on the decision of the Privy
telegraph companies objected to electric light wires being Council, in the insurance cases, that this Parliament rmay
placed 'on the same side of the street, I doubt whether the incorporate companies for a great many purposes, but
insulation will be an effective remedy.
these companies will only have the mere Act of
The officers of the incorporation, because the Provinces may make laws
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).
Edison Company affirm that no danger could arise that will interfere with their varions forms of
from the electric light wires. As a matter of preo business, since these may involve questions of civil rights
caution, and owing to the doubt which the telephone and property in the Provinces. While we may incoroompany more particularly put forth, this clause porate this Company, it does seem to me necessary that we
was modified.
I am told also that in the case of should oppose any attempt to deprive the municipal author.
the Edison light such an extension as that to which my hon. ities, or the Local Legislature of any Province, of the power
friend refers could not possibly occur. I am told that in of making regulations for the protection of the lives and
some modes of using the electric light, danger doos properties of their citizens. This is done by giving this
undoubtedly exist. In the case to which my hon. friend Company power to force their way into cities and towns,
refers, no doubt it was the Brush light that was used, and in despite the municipal authorities, and establish a dangerous
the case where, on the Marquis of Salisbury's property, a enterprise in their midst, for though we may know little of
man was killed by unwisely taking hold of the wire, as the the electric light we know that it plays occasionally singu.
battery was turned, the wire ran along the garden wall lar pranks. I believe this is not a matter that was contemclose to the ground. The Edison Company say that under plated to come under the powers of this House, but is a mattheir system nothing of the kind could possibly occur, as the ter of important local interest. I followed the argument of
the hon. gentleman who leads this House, and whose opinion
power is produced in a different way.
on matters of this kind I always hear with very great reMr. BLAKE. It is quite evident we are dealing with a spect; but I do not see that, under the distribution of power
thing of which we know very little, but if there is no danger in the Constitution, the Local Legislatures can be deprived of
from the wire carried overhead, with the precautions that ,he power given them expressly in the 92nd section, because
are taken, it is still of very practical consequence that there that is an exclusive power. Whatever power or right they
should not be an extra set of poles on the other side of the have is exclusive, and we have no right to interfere with it.
street in order to carry those wires. We know that in the To pass this measure would be to strain very much the
principal streets of our towns there are poles on one side of right given to this Parliament to deal with works
our streets, and, if this amendment be introduced, our streets that are for the general advantage of Canada. The
will befurther disfigured with poles on the opposite side.
lighting by gas and the furnishing of water to cities
Mr. COLBY. That can only be done with the concurrence and towns, all these things by a similar declaration, can be
seized-the jurisdiction ousted-if the direction of these
of the municipal authorities.
matters can be seized by this Parliament under that declar
Mr. BLAKE. The municipalities will be forced to tho ation. I do not think that that was the intention of the Conoption of either allowing the Company to erect a second set stitutional Act. I do not think it is within its spirit, meaning,
of poles oror policy. I believe that a very uneasy feeling would be
Mr. COLBY. They may exclude the Company altogether. created in the minds of the Local Legislatures, and
several
the people of the
of
Mr. BLAKE. Does not the hon. gentleman see I am in the minds
exercise of their
seaking in the interest of the Company and the towns Provinces, in respect to the deal
with questions of
themeelves? The price the latter witl have to pay for the provincial rights, if we undertook to
electric light will be the permission to erect a second set of this kind on such a ground. I make these observation'
polos on their streets. I think it is unfortunate we should with reference te the 5th clause, which appears to be opel'
put in a prohibitory clause of that kind. If the electric to the objection urged. It is the power of expropriatioto
wire can be affixed to the telephone poles, without in the of taking property by force, leaving it te arbitratoTht
slightest degree interfering with them, why insert this decide as to the amount that should be paid for it. That
clause? Why should our streets be disfigured by a second power is given te the Company by tis clause. The
set of polos ? I consider the enormous number of telegraph power of going into public streets is also given toho(f
poles in our towns their greatestidisfigurement. If my pany by this clause, and, as the learned and hon. gontle
observations on this point meet with no better answer than man opposite pointed out, the words of the restriction e
a
they have met with, I shall take another opportunity of insensible, and have not a grammatical connection. In see
moving against that proposed amendment. I do not exactly to me to be an evasion-that some clever driaughtsmalv oh
understand what is the meaning of the clause: "Provided framed this clause for the purpose of ap ring totg this
the Company shall not interfere with the public right of the municipalities some power or riglt to contreof
travelling on or using such streeta, highways, bridges, matter. But I think he has succeeded in depriviashtos
public places, or navigable waters; and as to such streets -. " this power. The language must be amended s8 OtO
do not understand to what those words: "and as to such| clearly what the restriction means.
streets," apply; whether it was the intention of the
House resumed.
draughtsman to provide there should be no interference
with the streets at att, except with the consoet of the
It being Six o'olook the Speaker loft the Chain
· [r. C*mBoN (YiçtoriaQ.
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think the right hon. gentleman is mistaken in saying there
has been such a large number of Acta of this character
Hlouse again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. passed since 1867, though, I admit, that there have been
46) to incorporate the Edison Electrie Light Company of several. As to the Bill of the Ottawa Gas Company, I
Canada.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)
have some recollection of it, but I have no recollection of
the other. There was some discussion on that subject, and
(In the Committee.)
I think that the view in which that Act was passed was, as
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry my hon. the hon. gentleman said, that the corporation supplying
friend from Halton (Mr. McDougall), who was speaking at the gas was to extend its work across the river into the
six o'clock is not yet present. I will, however, call the other Province. I argued that gas works, in the ordinary
attention of the hon. member for West Durham to the fact of sense of the term, were local works, and that they were
some previous legislation of this Parliament, in reply to the not properly called to the general advantage of Canada,
contention that we cannot incorporate any gas or water because they were to the advantage of every town.
companies. I find this Parliament bas habitually incor- I still think so, though I am not aware that that Company
porated suzh companies, and on the ground that the com- did any business. Of the time from 1876 to 1882,
mon sense meaning of our Constitutional Act was this: that except in the case of a railway Act or two, I do
when any company desired powers to enter upon any under. not recollect a declaration having been inserted that the
taking in more than one Province, or in all the Provinces, Act was for the general advantage of Canada. We have
it must come to the Central Government; if the undertaking always assumed till now that they were so, because when
was to be confined within only one Province, the company Parliament chose to exercise this power in respect to the
has to go to the Local Government. In 1876, there was an incorporation of companies, not for the construction of
Act passed to incorporate the Canadian Gas Lighting Com- works, as I called them, such as railways, canals and telegraphs, but trading companies of this kind, they did it
pany, the 39th Victoria, providing as follows:under what is called the reserved power, they did it in the
"1, The said petitieners and all such other persons as shall be shareholders in the Corporation hereby created, shall be, and they are hereby view that it was for the incorporation of a company with
made a body corporate and politic, by the namne of the 'Canadian Gas more than provincial objects, and therefore, a company
Lighting Oompany,' and shaIl have th power to work the said inven- which we had the power to incorporate. I still think this
tions and processes, and also the patent known as Rigby's Excelsior
Patent for the manufacture and he
sale saidon
of illuminating
y a agas, cqieashl
and the appar- Parliament has power to incorporate companies for purpakn
Morover,
Compay.
sai
atus to the
produce
the same
in any part of the Dominion of Canada, and poses beyond provincial objects, and the question in this
may hold, use or dis ose of the sae for the benefit of the business of case is, whether it is fairly to be said that the objects of this
byparchase or otherise imoveable prper t, or the e
ntand Company are provincial and local objecta, to b accomplished,
convenient carrying on and development of t
business
ge
of the said therefore, by the Provincial Legislatures, or for the general
Company, and may
sell
or otherwise dispose of the saue, and in place advantage of Canada. llowever, I supposed we had passed
thereof acquire other imamoveable property for the sarne purpose."
that stage of the discussion.
That Company came to this Legislature in 1876, asking
Sir JOHN A. MACDON4LD. My hon. friend brought
power to form a gas company in this city, Ottawa, and in it up in his remarks.
this Province of Ontario. That is exactly the case with
Mr. BLAKE. I think we are now engaged on the
which, according to my hon. friend from West Durham,
this Parliament could not deal. And the very next Billt meaning of the clause. Both the hon. member for Halton,
passed is an Act to amend the Act incorporating the Ottawa (Mr. McDougall,) and myself felt a little concerned to know
Gas Company, and which was brougt to this Parliament, what the able draughtsman meant by these words: "And
not for the purposeof setting up a gas company, to do as to sncb streets."
business in ail ihe Provinces, but in only two of them,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
I think my bon. friend
Ottawa and places across the river, including ilull, whcha will admit that the Edison Electrie Light is as much a
are in Quebc. With this object the Company came to this general light as the Ottawa Gas
Company light, and may
Parliament and got an Act, giving them full powers to be as much for the general advantage.
expropriate property, and do all other acts prformed by
Mr. CAMERON. I confess on reading that clause I do
tch compaes, although thy were operating in only two
not see the grammatical or other difficulty in the way of
rvinces•
understanding what meant. I think it defines the power
Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. Is it declared in that Act that oof the Company as toisusing
the public streets for such purthe work is for the benefit of Canadaca
poses only as may be approved by the municipality. And
.Sir JOHN A. MACiDONALD. No ; no such intention ' as to such streets," it means any of thobe streets men.
1 declared in either Bill.
But in the first Bil it wast ioned in the previous part of the clause, that the Company
declared by the promotors that they desired to have power to hall only use them by the previous consent of the municinmanufacture and slou illuminating gas, and introduce any ality.
apparatus required in their business in any Province of the
Snion; and the next Bil providea for the conveyance c Mr. COLBY. I think if my hon. friend would read that
the gas made in Ottwa to the city of Huit, and the lause as a parenthetical clause, it would meet the difficulty
ilages of New Edinburgh and Rochesterville. In both s Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The grammatical condisar8 thswas legisation which comres under the special t truction is plain enough. There is a proviso: "provided
dispprobation of the hon. miember for IBothwell. I do not t he Company shall not interfere with the public right of
but Ithker my hon. friend was Minister of Justice then, pravelling on or using such streets, highways, bridges,
botPaIl.hink
had neglected a part of bis duty as a member public places or navigable waters," that is plain enough;
vfllaeiamOnt efi notpuhliang up the Legislatur.
a and as to such streets only," that is, shall interfere "only
MiOr
-BLAKE. I was Minister of Justice thon and the and upon, and subject to such agreements in respect thereof
s shall be made between the Company and such municialities respectively;" so that the Company cannotinterfere
dOwinnbut
g year,
to which
the
hon.
gentleman
alluded
before
P
dinner
I never
thought it was the duty of the Minister t all with the use of the streets by the public,
and can
a
Bil)J sce to be personally responsible for all the Private o nly interfere under agreement made between the Company
a gisation. While I occupied that office, my attention a nd the municipality.
able
io ,,d
h very
IengrOssed
withtothe
legislation
qlolJy
th, public
private
leitlo to, beI CMr. BLAKE. The proviso is doubled up; "provided the
lompmy shal notinterfere with," &,t. repated.
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Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to my hon. friend
suggesting any amendmenL that there shall be no use ofthe
streets, except by the consent of the municipality.
:Mr. BLAKE. I would propose to insert : "and shall
only interfere" instead of " and as to such streets, highways and public places, with the consent of the municipality, and upon and subject to such agreement."
I observe, in to-day's Montreal Herald, a statement
on the subject of companies of this description which is
interesting with reference to this clause. it says:
" There are thirty bills now before the British Parliament for the conferring of franchises on electric light companies. It is held that this is a
very suitable occasion for overhauling the whole question, and a move
is made for a Special Commission charged with that business. The bills,
almost without exception, provide for over-head lines, and the attachment of lines to buildings. To both of these experts most strongly
object on the score of safety to property and life."

I make that observation, because Inotice that both here and
in the proposed amendment at the close of the clause there
is an obvious intention to carry the electricity not merely
under ground but over head at the option of the company.
Mr. COLBY. Only on the streets.
Mr. BLAKE. Well I don't know that the streets are the
least frequented part of a town, and if there is any danger
in carrying the wires over head it will be on the streets.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would bother the
birds only, though.
Mr. BLAKE. We had a discussion on this subject when
the Telephone Bill was before Parliament, and considerable
objection was made to carrying these wires above ground.
It was alleged, at that time that it was impossible to carry
the wires below ground because it was really impracticable,
so to insulate them, that the work could be carried on
owing to the earth-currents. In that view the Committee
rather reluctantly agreed to permit them to be carried
above ground at that time, but they inserted an express
provision which should come in force, in case
an invention should be made by which the wires
could be carried under ground without interfering with
the efficiency of the service. There seems to be
added reasons why such a provision should be made in
the present case, unless there~are reasons with which we are
at present unacquainted, for carrying the electricity overhead. If such reasons exist, we must face the difficulty, but
if it is possible to carry the wires under ground, I think
that, perhaps, on the ground of security, and certainly for
they
that

other
should

reasons,
be so

it would
carried.

be desirable
There is no

doubt that the existence of telephone wires at a high level
over head, on the poles and over the roofs of the houses, bas
been a subject of difficulty in cases of fire. There bas been
more than one instance of firemen stumbling onthese wires,
and falling down, and there are also difficulties in using the
ladders when these wires are present. There is also the
question of unsightliness, to which I have referred, and if
there is no incumbent reason why the wires should be
carried under ground, I think it would be better that they
should be so carried.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Of course there is this difficulty, that the carrying of the wires under ground is necessarily infinitely more expensive than above ground, and it
is very possible that, to enforce carrying the wires under
ground in every case, would result in making the introduction of the electrie light system so expensive that it would
defeat the object which I suppose we have in view, viz., to
encourage a cheaper and better system of lighting than at
present. I understand that, as a matter of practice, the Edison Company prefer carrying the wires under ground wherever it is possible to do so; that is, in cases where the distance
is not so great or the circumstances such that the cost would
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They are, however, unwilling to be tied down by an abso.
lute provision compelling them to carry the wires over.
ground. There is this point, however, to be remembered,
that they can only carry them over-head with the permis.
sion of the municipality, and I think we may safely trust
municipal councils of the different cities and towns to compel
the company to carry the wires under ground when it is not
unreasonable to ask them to do so. J think, therefore,
the Bill should remain as it is.
Sir ALBERT J. SMITH. Would it not be well to have
an amendment referring the telephone and telegraph wires
to the civic authorities as well.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). That clause was put in at
the instigation of the Bell Telephone Company. I thought
it unnecessary, and pointed out that the municipalities would
afford them sufficient protection in this respect, but they
asked for the clause, and we had no objection to it.
Mr. BLAKE.
I think it is very important that we
should not, unnecessarily, multiply the number of poles we
have at present, a number of poles on one side of every
principal street, and we are absolutely making it necessary
that there should be another set on the other side of the
street I do not see why we should make such a provision.
Sir ALBERT J. SMITH.
Suppose it turns out that
there is no danger, why should we restrict the powers of the
Company because there is a difference of opinion now? It
seems to me that it is tying the hands of the Company unnecessarily, and that it is an unjustifiable interference with
the powers of the civic authorities unless there is an absolute necessity for it.
Mr. COLBY. On the subject of danger I have in my
hand the report, in a recent Boston newspaper, of a meeting,
in which this whole matter of the electric light was brought
before the municipal authorities of Boston. The electric
light companies were proposing to illuminate the city at
the same price as the gas companies were charging and to
give three times the volume of light. In that discussion
this question of danger came up, and Professor Burnstein
stated that the only cases of accident were where the ground
circuit was made use of, but if the metallic circuit was used
there was no danger whatever.

The metallic circuit is pro-

vided for in this Bil, and it is not intended to use the ground
circuit.
Mr. MILLS. I would like to call the attention of the
First Minister to the provisions of this section. It says that
the municipalities shall have jurisdiction, subject to the
by-laws passed by the Council in pursuance thereof. The
hon, gentleman, I suppose, intends to give municipalities
power to legislate on this subject, and indicates the way in
which they shall exercise it.
Mr. CASIERON (Victoria). We give powers every day,
conditional upon the municipalities giving consent; we have
perfect authority to do that.
Mr. MILLS. This section does more than that. It pr?
vides how the municipalities shall exercise their powers, 1f'
order that such exercise of their powers may be valid.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I think we have su
1 5f
cient power to compel parties appointed under Proviflcia
Acts to perform duties given to them by the Dominion
Statutes; 1 think we have power under an Act passed bythe
Government of which the hon. gentleman was a member,
in clause 35.
Mr. BLAKE. I appeal to the hon. the Minister of the
Interior, toknow whether, with his newview as tologislat'does
he proposes to allow this clause to stand, which provider
that meters and fittings shall not be liable to be seized for
rent.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). That clause is copied Ver.

1W prohibitory if not ruinoqs if they were put undWr ground. batim from the Gas Coinpany Alt,
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assurance and understanding that it was going to lend
money at not more than .6 per cent., this Corporation comes
here nowjust one little year after, and says: "We have got
the privileges we wanted. Will you now be good enough
to remove the restrictions ? " I do not think we ought to
remove the restrictions without removing the privileges too.
Mr. GIROUARD. Perfectly right.
Mr. BLAKE. It does seem to be an extraordinary
thing
that a corporation should come here and ask to be
CREDIT FONCIER FRANCO-CANADIEN.
incorporated on specific grounds. They put in a claim to the
Mr. GIROUARD (Jacques Cartier) moved the second favorable consideration of the Legislature that they were
reading of Bill (No. 99) to enlarge and extend the powers going to do what no other company would do, lend money
at 6 per cent. and be bound not to collect more. The next
of the Credit Foncier Franco-Canadien.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not think that this Bill ought to be Session of Parliament they come lere and say they want
restriction removed. That is the first object of the Bill.
read the second time. It seems to me to be a very extra- the
ordinary measure of legislation. The Credit Foncier Franco- The second is likened to it. They ask certain powers te
Canadien was a Quebec corporation, incorporated by the borrow money. These powers were extravagant in the
view of the Committee, and in the view of the hon. the MinLegislature of that Province, and given a certain exceptional ister of
Finance. He himself, after several days consideraand peculiar powers and privileges, a monopoly in a certain
limited sense, and certain other powers. Those privileges tion, brought down a claim which he was prepared to assent
and powers were given to it because it was going to lend to, a claim which went beyond the provisions which had
money to the good people ofthat Province at 6 per cent. or been heretofore accorded to other corporations. But it was
less, indeed 5 per cent. was the general promise and necessary to give exceptionally favorable considerations to
expectation; and the operations of a company so beneficent a company that was benevolent enough to lend money at
it was natural to expect would be eagerly looked for there 6 per cent. Therefore this Company now come and say :
and elsewhere throughout Canada. And as a consequence a " You will be pleased, first of all, in the first clause, to remove
Bill to extend the powers of the Credit Foncier Franco. that restriction which obliges us to take 6 per cent. or less;
Canadien to ail the Provinces of this Dominion, and to secondly, you wiIl be pleased to grant us Larger borrowing
give the good people ail over Canada money at 5 power than last Session." It does seem to me that this Comper cent., or at least less than 6 per cent., was introduced pany either came to us under false pretences last year, or is
into the House, and pleaded for eagerly and with great coming to us under pretences that cannot be maintained
pleasure by those who held that it would b9 a success. this year.
Mr. BOURASSA (in French). Mr. Speaker, ever since
The mensure came to the Banking and Commerce Commit.
tee, along with another measure to create a Dominion Cor- the time I had the honor of sitting in the old Legisporation, with the same beneficent object, and subject to lative Assembly, my opinions and actions have ever
the same restrictions. Some of us thought that some of been the same in tending to repress usury and to dethe powers which that Corporation was obtaining were termine the rate of interest. It is at least twenty-five
peculiar and exceptional, and that it was an objectionable or twenty-six years since I introduced the first measure
procedure to extend the powers of a provincial corporation to that effect, and I succeeded in getting it twice passed
in the manner proposed by the Credit Foncier Franco- in our old Canadian Parliament, but the Upper House
Canadien. Some of us held the opinion-which, I believe, of that time rejected it. Every one knows the disasters
the hon. leader of the House has himself expressed this brought about by this unrestricted money trade; a part of our
very Session--that if a provincial corporation desires to farmers have been ruined by the system of usury; another
have powers over the Dominion, and comes here with that part has gone to the United States, and the others merely
object, it should come for the purpose of being ro-incorpo- exist and remain poor. Already bas a large number of our
rated here, within our own jurisdiction, and in order to finest farms passed into the hands of capitalists under this sysobtain ail its powers from us. We objected to that mode tem of usury; and if we encourage usury, we shall, in the next
Of extending the powers of a provincial corporation. We twenty years, see all the lands of our farmers pass into the
objected to some of the exceptional and peculiar privileges hands of capitalists. They will find themselves compelled,
asked for, but our objection was overborne. It was no use as one sees in Europe, to hold their farms under lease, which
talking-.no use saying a word against the Bill-because they will transmit to their children at their death, and at
this Corporation was going to lend money by this Bill at ruinous conditions, as it is done to-day in Ireland. For that
hes than 6 per cent.; and my hon. friend from Hastings (Mr. reason, Mr. Speaker, do I hope that the members of rural
hite) and many other hon. members, desiring there should districts, who are, like myself, witnesses of the disasters
be legislation to reduce the rate of interest sustained the hon. caused by usury, wili do their utmost to repress them. I
member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), who protested1 propose that this Bill be not now read the second time, but
that it was bis patriotie desire and determination that
the this day six months.
Company should not take more than 6 per cent. for their
Mr. GIROUARD. The statement of the hon. leader of
Money. in fact, they were so generous that
they would1 the Opposition does not cover the whole case. It is true
eore-to take more-they would insist more certainly on1 that in 1880 the Credit Foncier was incorporated by the
ei ing less than 6 per cent.-but at any rate not more,
Legislature, with certain extraordinary privileges,
fIluding commission charges, fees, taxes and other claims1 Quebec
but the hon. gentleman has not referTed to those privileges
froin
the borrower--would
be received by this patriotic,i in particular. The only privileges which theCredit Foncier
Selfsaeificing,
and self-denying
corporation; and so, with a1 Franco-Canadien enjoys exclusively is that of having reprecarried through CommitteeE sentation in Paris. That is the only privilege. No other
were
Bils
beth
a
rush
d
t
and
Ioutse. Having obtained from the Local Legisla-. company, either foreigu or domestic, is prevented from
tureteexceptional
privileges, a monopoly as regards France,'
carrying on business and lending money on real estate in
-avfon Iths Dominion Legislature, exceptional privileges1 the Province of Quebec. The hon. gentleman has said that,
ture t1g obtamned those advantages in the Local Legisla-i if we ask to-day to have the limitation removed, we should
and the rights and privileges have have no exclusive privileges. We have no objection, in the
of
spoken11oe
f ieasao,
n this Central
Legiglature one year _ago, upon the 1least, te abandon that privilege of having representatio in
Mr. BLAKE. I quite allow that all old Acts are gospel;
that there is no necessity for remodelling them.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The hon. gentleman is
responsible for,-so many of them that he should believe in
them. I have no objection, however, to the clause being
struck out, without this course being taken as a precedent.
Bill amended and ordered to be reported.

