.

travelling over it, they
penalty. 3
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—Not the company.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes.
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND—No.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It says

‘every company shall incur @ penalty '—not
the owmer. The Speaker’s amendment is
that the owner shall be subject to a penalty.
There may be cases—I do not know of any—
which suggested this change. Are there any

bridges belonging to private parties or

ways, and if so have the owners or the muni-
cipalities conceded the rights or sold these
bridges {o the rmailways, and if so upon what
conditions, and if these conditions are that
they were to be kept in proper order fit for
the purposes of the railway and for the
safety of the travelling public, then it Dbe-
comes the duty of the compamy to recon-
struct or so strengthen it as to make it safe,
that is the wobject of this
compel them to do ft.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
is overlooking the fact ithat the penalty 1is
to be attached only in the event of the re-
fusal of the owner ito carry out the order of
the board, and consequently it can do no
harm, but if the board does make an order
which applies o the owner, there must be
some penalty, but ‘the board will not make
an order mgainst the owner unless they have
jurisdiction.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The hon. gentle-
man from Belleville speaks of bridges over

which the railway passes, but clause 202
speaks of
Every bridge, tunnel or other erection or

structure over, through or under which any
railway now or hereafter passes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
the same thing.

Hon. Mr. McMULLEN—I want to say
that I know of a case where on an overhead

to :
municipalities which are used by the rail-

provision—to |
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|
are subject to n | bridge a farmer, for his own convenience,

iputt a gate at the end of the bridge. The

result ‘was 'his man let out a lot of fat steers

iand cows and down went the bridge, and

| very serious injury was done.

There was
quite a dispute as to avhether the company

. had to erect ithe bridge, but they were com-
‘pelled to finally. It was supposed to be of

insufficienit strength. I think the board
should have power to order that no farmer
should be permitted to put a gate or bar
across the end of an overhead bridge. It is
a dangerous thing to do. Cattle coming
home in the evening, and a gate there which
may be opened and 20 or 30 head of cattle
rushing on a bridge, seriously endangers the
safety, of the bridge. I do mot think there
should be a gate on the end of an overhead
bridge.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
gate would not be across the overhead
bridge ; if that were so you will stop the
highway.

Hon. Mr. McMULLEN—It was 2 private
bridge across @ cut on a farm and the
bridge was close to the farmer’s barn, and
for his own convenience he put a gate
across the end fin order to stop his cattle.
The result was that when they drove the
cattle in the other direction, the wiole of
them made a rush on to the bridge and the
bridge went down.

The amendment was adopted.

On clause 224,

224. When any train is approaching a high-
way crossing at rail-level (except within the
limits of cities or towns where the municipal
authority may pass by-laws prohibiting the
same), the engine whistle shall be sounded and
the bell rung at least eighty rods before reach-
ing such crossing, and at short intervals, until
the engine has crossed such highway ; and the
company shall, for each neglect to comply with
the provisions of this section, incur a penalty of
eight dollars, and shall also be liable for all
such neglect ; and every employee of the com-
pany who neglects to comply with this section
shall for each offence be subject to a like
penalty. 51 V., c. 29, s. 266, Am. i




