
COMMONS

the present Higb Court of Justice bas not
dîŽcided the samne thing over again. It simiply
s4ows wbat can be sald if it is not de-
sired te pass a Bill in the public interest.
Counisel for the raiiways insisted on the
objection te tbe Bill that it wouid flot cou-
tiiiue te them the protection of tbe olid
orders and when that provision was iiusert-
cd te save themn expense, tbey get the senla-
tors to say that this provision showed that
our legisîntien wvas liasty and that w e did
flot kneow wbat we w-ere deing. The 214
memubers of this Ilonse have unanlinously
agreed in two ceusecutive sessions that this
legisi'ation is just what the people want
These meilbers, coming from aIl parts et
C'anada, are the best judges of wvlîît tlic
pecople want, as wvas carrectly said hx- the
Flon. George W. Ross, wiîeî speaklig i!n

the Senahe hast year in support cf the Bill,
lu oipposition te the inajority of the' Senate.
His speech wiii be founid ah page 910 of last
year's Senate 'Hansard,' and I coinieid
it te tue attention of ben. inemibers of tlîis
House, as Mr. Ross bas recently comle froîîî
the p)eople and bas net fergotten their
wishes. If the Senate hiad rcturiicd tue xlill
te us -ith au aindiacunt auid se id :We tic
flot thîink tlîat is the rigbt remiedy and wihl
suggest anether in its place, I could peu--
baps agrec that tiiere wvas soine excuse loi
t1,cr vourse :but wlici tivY dIo ucot amnîed
that Bihl as thieY slîeuld under the consti-
tution and propose anl alternative recoîimiien-
dation te this bouse. adinitting tlîat tlîey
cauiot suggest any better remiedy for the
evii tin this. and cau offer no other reasens
fer flîcir rejection of our prepesal than thi:t
tue legisiatien was hasty, the proper course
for tÉlis bouse te adopt is to senti this Bill
back te themi every session and let tlieiu
wrestle with it until thiey understand it,
and either suggest a botter remedy or back
dewil and say: We cannet suggest aiîy-
tinig better and therefore leave this miatter
te be deait with by your 214 inemibers cf
the bouse of Commnons. Il bave here 50
pages of evidence taken before tue ltaiiway
Comîmissien in 11905 at the instance cf the
railvways. No evideuce was taken on be-
hialf of the people. nile was u(ecessary; hon.
gentlemaen iia tlîis Ileuse kîew the cvil,
kncle%- wlbat flic people wanited. but tue rail-
w-ays lîad te give swerui evideuce te show%
tbat the hon, gentlemen l this Flouse did
net understand wbat the,) were talking
about. and werc prepesing, accerding te the
Sonate, basty legisiatien. 'Meinhers of par-
liament knlew wbaqt the evidence in faveur
ef the people was, frorn live minutes' ccii
versation witb their censtitueuts. On the
expression of opinion. um.îniuousl.yý ceming
frein the ranks of both sities cf politics andc
ail oer ~ the country, the bouse cencluded te
pass the Bihl as it now is. Thon before a
silecial comninittee of seven., ai equal
quntity of the evideace ef engineers was
giveni sbewing flic dihllculty anid sliewing it
te thora te wlat end? lii order te provo
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tuit if the rallways put up gates and ap-
pointed wiitcbmen to open and close t1hem,
that weuid cost se much money as te cripple
the companies, and besides it was flot noces-
sary in ail cases. If Nve mnade the railway
comipanies do t1îe ideal tlîing, if we made
thiem abolii level crossings, that, tbey dlaim
weuid financiaiiy ruin them. Tbey pre-
tended that electric belis iglt be sufficient
at certain p)laces and that sonle particiilar
crossiîîgs, aithougli within the territory des-
cribed in the Bill, did flot iîeed any protec-
tion at ail because of tlue peculiar advan-
tageous geograpllicai position and that in
sncb cases ail that wvas necessary was the
warning signs: 'Railway crossing.' Thuis
Bill, tiierefore, Nvas so drawn tiîat tliey net d
flot do elîher the onie tlîing or, the other,
provided they got permission from the Rail-
way Commission to dispense with elther.
Should tbey be able to conlvince the Railway
Commission tlîat a certain class of crossiugs
did flot require nnly particular protection,
that certain other crossings required only
electric belis and certain others required
oniy watcbmen, and that others again re-
quired to be talien off the level eithier by
ail overhead bridge or by a cutting beneath
the level, ail they have to do is to comiply
wvîtl the order of the commission. Tijat is
just what this Bill calis for. Lt establishes
the principle that the railway conupanies
must l)rotect the public, but tlley cani go
before flie Railway Commission and, on
p)rovi1ig te the satisfaction of that body. that
a certain class of crossings do flot require
protection, they are flot bouind to go te the
expense of providing it. Where theii is the
injury or the unfaîrness to tlue companies
of sucb legisiation? Ail they have to do is
to convince the Raiiway Commission that a
certain kind of protection is ail that is
nieessa îv and the Rn ilwvay Commission
wvill issue an order to that effect.

But to coine icuck to first principles, who
owiis the p)ublic highway ? Who has the
tirst right upon the public higbways !i
vities, towns and villages '! The railway
(-oni)anies dIo not lease thiese lîigliways or
buy tbem. They are the King's bighways,
belenging to the King's liege subjects, and
he railIwmy coluipanfies are periffitted, by a
-eneral clause !i the 1-afilway Act te cross
riiese highiw ys wvitlieut paying auly coin-
pensation. Wheiîever q they cross private
properties, they have te pay compenisation
or the lusage, but Iliey are ailowed te n

freely, witliett l)aying any ýoinpeuisation,
over the King's highxvays. But, it is said,
wve munst bave railwiîys and -we nîuist give
themi the privilege of crossing tile public
ronds. That is nIl very weIi but we do net
w ant thlese comlpanlies te be illo-%edl te kill
pieple wlîeil crossing these highwvays, -\bich
hiey are allowed te use. abl)SOIlY frc of
toli or reut or anvy ether coiiesation te
lie peopule Nvi <an thin. Is it toe iiîncli
to ask. under thiese circunistaulees. that
I liese, comlpfinies shahl piotect the public at


