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evil la the country, it is so admitted by
every lion, gentleman lu this Ilouse nnd it
is so admiitted by every senator viho pnssedl
upon the Bill last session. Tlie matter lias
been deait %vitli by this parliaiment at every
session sinco the last general election. Iu
the year 1905 a Bill vins introduced dealing

iitli the remedy that is sought to be ac-
complislied by this Bill novi before the
House. The Bill vins not la the same ian-
guage as the one novi beforo the blouse but
the subject matter deait viitli vins the saine
aithougli n remiedy of n sonmewhlit different
kind w-ns proposed. It w-ns discussed here
nnd it w-eut to the Rnilway Commlttee of this
House. It \vus deait w'ith day nfter day at
that session by the Rnilw'ay Committee, thor-
oughly discussed, arguments heard pro and
cou, ail thnt tlie railvinys could say against
the Billvilien they viere opposing it vigor-
ously vins snid and at lnst the House con-
cluded, the suggestion folloviing of the tien
Minister of Justice, the present Chief Justice
of the Dominion 0f Canada in thc Supremo
Court, tliat tlie remedy that vins proposed
by mie at that time w-as not the proper remn-
edy aithougli tlie evil vins vieil kuovin te,
eveîy mnber of the ilouse toeoxist. 'Plat
Bill proposed tit every level crossing lu
every ihickly peol)led portion of tlie cities,
towuls andi villages of tuis country sliould be
protected 1) * a w'n:tcliai to w'arn people of
app)loachiug trains. It vins said tint thnt
wvas itot tie proper protection, that there
miiglit lie otlior p)rotection tlint migit bo
equnlly good and gates as vieil as watch-
men were sulistituted. At tie next sessin
of i)ailianienlt 1 agnin bi-ouglit ln a Bihl and
to show tint I vins trying to mieet the vievis
0f tliose w ho differed from mie 1 re-drevi the
section so ns to provide tint they shiould be
protected hy w-tchmen or gates. 'Plat Bill
wveut to tlie Railviay Couumiiitteo, it ivas (elont
w-itli again, one mnigit almost say ad
naiusýeamii to sncbi an extont w-as the oppo-
sition made ly tlie railvinys and s0 miucli
time, lu mny humble opinion, did they take
unnecessarily iii trying to make black ap-
peur wvlite and inl endeavouring to convince
tlie representatives of the peopleo f tuis
country that there vins no inrmi in tiom con-
verting, as sonie of the new-spapers say,
level crossings, lu some parts of the coun-
try, into a more shambles. Tint Bill w-as
(irafted, it ivas discussed lu the Bailwny Coin-
mittee, it vins brougit bnck f0 this bouse
and upon a motion to go into commrittee, the
Railviay Committee liaving reported against
it, it vins contended by some lion, gentlemen
that I should leave the question 0f protec-
tion open, that some protection other than
that provided for by the Bill viould proli-
ably answ-er and tînt ail vie siould do vins
to enunciate the principle tint some protec-
tion w-as required and then leave it t. fie
Railviay Commission to say w-hnt that pro-
tection sliould be.

Agnin, having respect for flie lion, gentle-
men la this House, and believing thaf lu
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the multitude there is wisdom, 1 -withdrew
the Bill. Aithougli ve may flot ail agree
upon party political questions, I believe wve
are ail interested in doing vihat vie ean for
the vielfare of the country, and liavinig re-
spect for the opinions, the prejudices if you
like, of the bon, gentlemen viho had voted
against the Bill at a previous session, 1
again introduced it In 1906 without the pro-
vision that there shouid be a viatchman at
the gates, but asking the bouse to assist
me in saying who should devise vihat pro-
per protection should be. The then Minis-
ter of Railways (Mr. Emmerson) reaiized,
as lie aivinys did, that the Bill vis design-
ed to remedy an existing evil and lie had
it referred to a special committee composed
of bon. Mr. Leileux, Hon. Mr. Aylesworth,
Hon. Mr. Emmerson, -Mr. Macdonald of Pic-
ton, Mr. Lennox, the inte lamiented Dr.
Stockton, and myseif. The railvinys viere
heard at great length before that commit-
tee and the evidence of engineers and rail-
wiy experts vins taken. The Bill I liad
introduced vins flot recommended by the
committee, but on the suggestion of the
Minister of Railways a Bill vas reported
to the House vihicli, if pnssed, viould re-
suit in remedying the evil. The Bill vih
I novi have the temerity to preseut, not-
withstanding vihat the Sonate saici last ses-
sion, is in the saine formn as that suggested
by the bIon. Mr. Emmorson. I bave ne-
cepted It as heing- a vieil intondod dispo-
sition of the mattor. In the session of 1906
the speciai commltteo roportod that Bill to
the bouse, it vins adopted unnimously by
the buse, it wont to the Senate and the
Senate thougit: In the dying hours of the
session they should not pass It. Thon hast
session, the Flouse knoviing the hlstory of
the Bill durlng previous sessions, considered
it duly und again passed it. Lot me point
ont to lion. gentlemen that the havi as it
stands to-day is nbsoiutely nugatory; the
clause lu the Raillivgy Aet w'hieh by this
Bill I am seeklng to replace is absolutely
of no eff ect. The present Chlef Justice
of the Saoromne Court vihea Minister of Jii.t-
tice admittod that the section Is a more
tiead letter, and no doubt tint fact bcd its
influence on the buo. Mr. itmmerson lu
suîgcsting thie aniendment lie did. Thle
clauise nt present rends:-

-No train shall paqs in or throngh any
thie1ilv peopied portion of any city, tow n
or village, at a speed greater than ten mniles
aul hoiir, ness the track, is fenced or pro-
perly protected la the mauner prescrih ed by
this Act, or unless permnission is given by
sonie regulation or order of the board.

The bôard may liniit snch speed iu iany
case to any rate which it deoms expeclient.

Novi, that mens that trains are tIlowe-l
to pcss through these thickly peopled locali-
ties at a spood exceeding ten miles an bour
so long ns they comply with the otber pro-
vision 0f the flnilviay Act, but it s0 liap-
pens tint thero are no other sections of the


