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these crossings in such a manner as the
Railway Commission tbink ls necessary ?
That is the object of this Bill. Without
tbis Bill, neither the Railway Commission
.nor anybody else can compel these corn-
panies to prof ect their crossings. 1 Eind
that the railway companies have induced
the newspapers to say that this Bill is a
measure to comPel the railways to reduce
their speed te feu miles an hour. Sir, if Is
no sncb tblng. I miglit as well be charged
with lntroducing a Bill to bang people be-
cause 1 want people to be hanged -,Nho have
cornmitted murder. If the railway com-
pallies be nlot willlng to go to the liailway
Commission and have snch orders made as
the commission, in its judgment, deeins If
advisable f0 maize, if these companies defy
publie opinion and wvill flot ask the Railway
Commission f0 declare whnt sort of protec-
tion is needed at level crossings, then fhey
must be under the penalty of not running
faster than ten miles an bour, at these cross-
ings, se that people rnay have sorne chance
of eseaping being run over. If tbese rail-
way companies will nlot do anyfhing f0 pre-
vent the destruction of lives at these level
crossings. if is sornefhing terrible t0 say f0
fhem : Af ail evente, if you will not do
thaf, you muet run slow enongb f0 give
people «i chance to get ouf of your way. As
the Hon. Geo. W. Ross sald in the Senate,
the speed of railway trains Is ail the time
lncreasing.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman is
referrlng to a debate in the other House,
and If is a well known mIle of parlarntary
law that Is flot permissIhie.

Mr. LANCASTER. I suppose I can refer
to the action of the other House. The
ISenate, lias, by Ifs action, practlcally sald
thaf this legisiaf ion ls flot necessamy, or
rather if bas said-

Mr. SPEAK'ERt. I do nlot Ilke to press
f00 strongly but If ls laid down explcltiy
in Bourinot as the unwriffen law of parlia-
ment that no reference can. be made f0 a
debafe ln the other House :

It is a part of the unwritten law of par-
liament that no allusion should be made in
one House te the debates of the other cham-
ber a mule always euforced. by the Speaker
witi the utmost sfrictness. Members some-
times attempt to evade this mIle by- resorting
to ambiguous terms of expression-by refer-
ring, for instance, te what 'happened in ano-
ther place, but ail such evasions of a wbole-
some practice should be stopped by fthc
Speaker, wheu it is evident to wborn the al-
lusions are made.

I tblnk we had beffer sfrlcfly follow that
mile.

Mr. LANCASTER. I do nof want f0
break the mile by any means or device.

Mr. R. L. BORDIEN. Thaf rule is flot ai-
ways strlcfly followed ln the British House
of Gommons. For Instance, Sir Henry
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Carnpbell-Bannerrnan referred directly f0
proceedings i the House of Lords on a cer-
tain Bill and mioved a resolutIon regarding
if.

Mr. SPEAKER. The practice I bave
cited seeins f0 be the practice followed un-
dem our procedure.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. If ls absolutely ne-
cessary f0 refer f0 proceedings lu the
Senate when Bills corne back to us from
that body. If inay not be uecessary f0 me-
fer f0 their debafes, but we mnuet refer f0
their proceedings.

Mr. SPEAKER. The ruie laid down
seeîns f0 be thaf an hon. member cannof
takze the debates of tbh other chamber and
quote f rom theai. No reference f0 what
bias occurred ln the other chamber can, be
mnade. ihat seems to be the mIle laid down
in our practice.

Mm . L-AN(,AsER. Arn I af liberty then
f0 read verbafim wbaf tne Hon. Geo. W.
Rtoss said la the Senate.

Mr. SPEAKER. I tblnk If le permiseible
f0 quof e frorn the records of the Senaf e.

Mr. LANCASTER. If le the Senate de-
laites f0 which I arn referring. The Hon.
Geo. W. Ross said

I had the honour of supporfing this mea-
sure when if came firet before the House, and
arn of the opinion stifl that it is a good Bill.
My hon. friend from Montreal sys if is not
well drafted, and in proof of that assertion
he compares this Bill with the Railway Acf.
I uuderstand the Railway Act, as it is now
on the statute-book, is practically the same
as the Act passed in .1903. This Bill now be-
fore us went before the House of Gommons
in ifs present forr n lu196 and aise la 1907.
If passed through the handa of two diflerent
Ministers of Justice, the highest legal autho-
rify in the House of Gommons or in the coun-tmy, extra judicial of course, and of the then
Minister of Justice, Mr. Fifzpatriok, and the
present Minister of Justice, Mr. Aylesworth.
As to the members of the House, I would as-
sume that they would see thaf the Bill was
consistent with ifself. I wouid assume that
their opinion should carry a good deai of
weight. If does wifh me. I would assume
thaf they would not allow a Bill te go through
the House inconsistent; with itself or that was
badly drafted, or in any sense a bungled Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. Will the hou. member
(Mr. Lancaster) permit me? I find lu
Bouminof, page 479, a stafernent of wbat
may be referred f0.

If is perfecfly regular, however, to refer
tu the officiai priuted records of the other
brandi of the legisiature even though fhe
document rnay nlot have been formaiiy asked
for and communicated to the House.

I do nof know wbefher the document
from wblch the bon, gentleman le quotlng
ls the officiai prlnted record or not. 1
should think not frorn ifs appearance. But,
If he assures me thaf If is the officiai prlnfed
record, of course, I accept his stafernent.
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