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tive of the Bill is purely humanitarian, and an interference with the heads of ail thethat motive alone is worthy of considera- departments ol these railway conpanies.tion. On the other hand, the great railway from the general manager down, and aucorporation$ have shown that there are to attempt to deprive theni of their own judg-the carrying out of this idea several objec- ment of their skilled assistants. My experi-tions which cannot lightly be set aside. The ence is, and it is experience of every busi-best suggestion for dealing with this ques- ness man, that it is better to bring employertion is the one made by the mover of the and employee together, and seek to induceBill : to have it referred to the Railway the great railway corporations to adopt im-Committee. That is the best place to have provements, rather than to attempt to forcethe question thoroughly threshed out. I ap- their adoption by legislation passed fronprehend that the idea which is at the basis session to session. I shall not niakeof the Bill is a right one after all. and that. any very lengthy remarks. because thesooner or later, it will become law. The inatter has been extensively discussedquestion, in my estimation, so far as I un- in this louse. and as has been re-derstand it, is whether the time lias arrived marked, we had it before us so long ago aswhen such legislation should be placed on' 1891. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) wouldthe sttute-book. The Railway Committee, seen, judging from his remarks, to say thatI repeat. is the best place where this subjeet when these Bills go before the Railway Com-can be threshed out. and so I assent to the imittee they are throttled here. Well. I cansecond reading of the Bill, with a view to say, Mr. Speaker, after nine years experiencehaving it referred to that committee. as an active member of the Railway Co-
mittee, that things that ought to pass there

Mr. TISDALE. I have no objection to cannot be throttled. I rejeet the argument ofagain state the reasons why I oppose this the hon. gentleman, and if I were to express
Bill, but it will not be necessary to repeat my own sentiments I would probably use
the lengthy remarks I offered on a former 1 a stronger word than characterize it as an
occasion, because they will be in the recol- argument. That iailway Committee is a.
lection of some hon. members of this House. credit to this House and to this country.
On the last occasion this Bill was introduced Its capacity, its fairness, its fearlessness are
I opposed the principle. I quite agree with such that any country in the world might
the suggestion thrown out by the leader of1 be proud of it. I amn speaking now as athe Governnent, that the Railway Commit-! member of the Opposition, and I shal pre-
tee is the better place to figlit out this issue, serve my high opinion of the Railway Com-
if it has to be.fought out again. The whole mittee until I get good reasons to change it.
principle of the Bill was very carefully con- If the hon. the leader of the Government
sidered on a former occasion, not on the Bill had not asked me to express m y opinion
introduced by the hon. member for East here. I would have waited until the Bill got
York (Mr. Maclean), but on a Bill introduced to the Railway Committee, when I wouldby the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. offer any remarks which I had to make onCasey). Regarding that Bill, the Railway it. If the Bil goes to the Railway Coi-Committee had no less than three meetings, mittee, I believe it will get fair play there.and that occurred only one year ago. The ITappeal to hon. gentlemen on both sides offeeling of a large majority of the members the-House who have been members of theof the committee, after full discussion had Railway Committee-and I appeal to themtaken place. was in opposition to the Bill. more strongly because there are so manyThe two principal reasons why I think it ismne m rs here-to endorse my opinionnot desirable to adopt this Bill are these: new members here.to endor m y on
In the first place,, the provision respecting of that conîmittee. 1 speak from my ownIn he irs pace. te povsio repecin knowledge as an active member of it, andautomatic couplers is, as was shown to the I sayethas an G e t Britand
committee, largely in the interest of gentle- saU that no tribunal in Geat Britain or yi
men who have such devices to sell. The the UnItede States or in any free country Is
great railway corporations of Canada and more independent, more fair, more honest
the United States, between whom there is and outspoken, and more just than Is the
a constant interchange of traffic, and-accord- Railway Conmittee of this House of Com-
InoA l theado Atin A a new V stml in onAMons.

gjèly tlua pili U a LW- eyctm li uncountry ahead of its adoption in another
country would; cause serious Inconvenience,
have their own mechanical experts to ex-
amine Improvements, and so soon as It is
demonstrated that a certain device will save
life or property, then the companies adopt
it. They have men who understand these
subjects thoroughly. It is ln the interest of
the companies themselves, and this is a
stronger force than any proposed legislation,
to adopt the latest kind of couplings or other
inventions as soon as possible. The reason
that can fairly be urged against the other
provisions of the Bill is that this would be

Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
offer a few remarks in regard to some of
the arguments of my hon. friend (Mr.
Tiedale). In the first place, I regard the
principle of the Bill as correct. I cannot
agree with the hon. member (Mr. TIsdale)
that as soon as railway companies find these
inventions valuable for saving life and pro-
perty, they will adopt them without com-
pulsion. The principle obtains all over the
world of compelling people by legislation to
proteet life and property. In mills and fac-
tories It is provided that there must be fire
escapes, and that there must be protection
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