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do flot know of any guard that will kzeep)
animais from getting on our track, and wve
tlîink therefore we ought to be allowed to
escape ail responsibility. 0f course the
railways entirely disregard the fact that 90
or 95 per cent of the animais would be
turned back by the ordinary guard, but they
argue that because there is a small percen-
tage that wlll get over any cattie-guard that
thierefore- they ought be at liberty to Mi11
100 per cent of the cattie and not be ru'-
sponsibie for it. I wonder would the rail-
ways pretend for a moment that we ouglit to
determine on a standard fence and then say
to the farmer thatbecause there are some
breachy animais that wiii get over that
fonce, they would pay for that animal if lie
is killed, and the farmer wouid iiot be re-
sl)oYsible. It wenld be no more unreasonl-
able for the farmers to contend that, than
it is for the railways to contend that they
siiouid not carry out what by common law
tlîey are required to do, what by statute
tiîey were first required to do, but whichi
they have for years escaped doing by vîrtue
of the Iegisintion of this parliament iiot liav-
ing been watched on behiaif of the people as
energetically as it was watched on beblf
of the railways. 1 have some further
anthority since iast session for submittiag
to the House that the Bill which 1 now Intro-
dInce is the only practicai solution of the diffi-
sulty. The Toronto ' Daily Star' which
ougbit to be an authority for some members
of the geverniment at ieast, spolte as foiiows
on March 27th of last year:

NecesSity is the mother of invention, and if
the railways were responsible for animais
kilied anywhere but on the crossings, they
would not be long in finding a cattie-guard
that would largely, If net altogether, preveat
animais from turning from the road Into the
track.

As it is now, the railways ia Canada have no
interest in the question at ail. They have
abolished guards, and trust to the power of
their engine to throw aside any animal that
frets in the way.

This is net right, and parliament will not get
tuch rest until it is made right.

In view of that expression 0f opinioen In
(lie Toranto 'Star.' I hope 1 shahl get tHe
support of the Postmaster Generai (lion. Sir
Wiiiam M.Nuiock), aithough I have net had
bis support ror Ibis Bill hef ce, se fari' s I
âfin aw'areof. 1 think, Sir, tbal tis maýite"
slîould be deait with now once and for ail,
;and 1 trust this wili be the iast time 1 shiah
have teý address the House upon It. 1 de
net wish the raiiways or the goveruimenlt
or amy one else te infer frem that, that if
hie Bill does net pass yen shall hear ne
more abouît it, for se loDg as I hav.e a sent
iii the leuse, I shahl try te get a remedy
foir tis grievance, and I shahl keep on
lý1)ecling at the deor in the hope tiîat it wili
be opened seme day. In view of tue at-
tention hchbas been givea te this Bill
duliing last session and since last session.
In view of the fact that there is 1ne ether
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solution suggested, and la view of the fact
that it has neyer been rejected by this bouse
on its merits, I think 1 have geed grounds
for again submitting it te the bouse. Last
year the Bill was referred te the Rallway
Coînmittee and dhscussed thoroughiy, bot
under that reference te the cemmittee it onhy
required fifty members of tis House te pre-
vent the Bill passing. Pif ty members of
that cemmittee as against forty-three, a ma-
.jority of seven, reperted that la the opinion
of the Raihway Committee it was net w.ise
te pass the Bill at that session. They did
net report that it should n )t pass seme-
tiîne, or that it did net previde a remedy
fer thle evii, but that It was net wise te
pass it ducing that session. Therefoce,
fifty members of the comînittee were able
te accempiish what it sheuid taice eue huit-
dred and seven members, or more thanl
haif the House te accempii. The rlght
hon. the premier found fault with me
for taking exception te the report whien
it came frem the cemmittee, and lie sug-
gested that I was practicaiiy appeaiing
from the report of the cemmittee and
that it sheuid net lie allowedý because it
was against the ruie that reports 0f ceom-
mnittees sheuld aiways lie respected by tue
Ileuse. Weil, Sir, it is time for the bouse
itsehf te take this thinig into serions con-
sideratien and decide whether lt is reason-
ahie that a farmer should take ail respen-
sibllity fer any accident that may occur,
and that the railway cempany sheuid have
ne0 respcnsil)ility cast uproa It. The rail-
wvays are permitted te exprepriate preperty.
and te cross highways with their dangeroils
miachinery, and yet they are net te be liabie
foi' any damage they may cause by reasoii
of their eperatien. I grant that it is neces-
sary te have railwayg la order te carry (-n
tue business 0f the country, but why shouhd
they îîot be cempeiied te tre-at their nieigli-
l)our, tue fariner, the saine as aniy other
neighîbeur weuld be compeiied te treat him ?
Accidenits will happen in spite of the most
abselute care; you cannot hehp a fence rail
faiiing dewn or a gate blowing dlown and
animais escapîng. Under mvy aînending Aet
if the animai dees escape and gets te the'
peint of Intersection, and is there kiiled,
the farmner wjii lose the animal ;but if it
gets on te the railway from the highway
the railway wlI be responsibie fer net hav-
inig guards te stop 11. The only way'
te get a goed guard Is, a s the 'Star ' new q-
parier of Toronto says, te put the responsibil-
hty on the raiiway. If a rallway empa-ny
wvaîts te get a new coupler, or a aew brake,
or a niew steam whistie, or a new telegraph
instrument, is It te be expected that the
country at large or parliamient w'iii provide
tiiem ? No, the railway celupan. fiads ail
sncbi things fer Itself, and It sheuld be beund
te find cattie-guards. They may net get
guards that wili turn back every animai but
they wiii get guards that wii turn back 95
per cent ef them. If this legisiation passe:,.


