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more than in other parts of the Dominion, the Bil whicb came from the Railway
but I can myself testify to the fact that Committee last year?
such a measure is desirable in other parts
of the Dominion also. Where a rail- I{oN. Ma. McCALLUM-Exactly the
way embankment is carried along the same Bil, word for word.
side of a slope it acts as a dam to all the
water flowing down that slope, and it is
only reasonable that the railway con- heur that, because I hope itwill relieve the
pany, who, by the construction' House of the necessity of sendin it back
immense dam, keep back the water o to the Railway Committee. Ve have no
the adjoining farms, should afford, at rea- diposition to shirk work; but, at the samesonable inèvithe maso etigtim1eý 1 see iio necessity for taking up thisso leintervals, temeans of' gettingB1that water off and relievinc the land. i a s in the sare shape as
The Bill takes care, as mighten i was reported from the committeeni hbe expected(being largely the work of the leader ofthis'last year.
Hiouse), to protect the interests of tie IoN. Ma. LACOSTE-I think it is saferrailway coml)alies. In the tirst place.
this Bill does nlot authorize the mililici- Sne of toe homaproed it

year. Sneo hs h prvdoipalities to do the work; it makes pro-vision for the wo'rk being done by the as yea m e anede drailway companies themselves, and if a in the cuet
municipality should demand the coistruc-
tion of a culvert where it is not necessary
the railway company will have the right HO M he R-Te nl couse is
to appeal to the Minister of Railways the lon. member suggests, somemembersthe Railway Committee of the Privy of the committee may have changed their
Council; and if, on an inspection of the rinds sinue hast year, and if it is not sent
loCality, the Minister of Railways is ofthe to the Railway Cormittee it will have to
Opinion, or the Railway Committee of the be referred to a Committee of the Whohe
Privy Council is of the opinion, that a Ilouse, and that certainly would be less
culvert is not necessary, it is not to be convenient than to refer if to the Railway
conlstructed. The Bill is a perfectly just Cormittee.and harmiless measure. The motion was agreed to, and the Bil

HON. MR. KAULBACII-I am surprised was read the second tine.
that there should be any opposition to this
measure. The leader of the Opposition e.Would drive people to the courts to get an,
injunction whenever a railway track
obstructs the naturai flow of water. We THE SENATE.
know how costly such litigation is and the
delay that it entails. It is quite true that Ottaua, Friday, February 7th, 1890.
under the commoui law the natural flow of TRE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
water cannot be stopped by any railway i -

company, but this Bill cont~ains equitable o
provisions in the interests of the whole Prayers and routine proceedings.
public-in the interest of the railway
companies as well as of private individuals, THE GLOVER DIVORCE CASE.and it is applicable not only to Ontario'
but also to every Province of the Dom- MOTION.
inion. I know in- the Province of Nova
Scotia there are large tracts of land which, HON. MR. DRJKEY oif the principle involved in this measure 1 Committee on Divorce, presented their
was not recogrnized, would be of little report on the petition of Christiana F.value to their owners. Glover, prdying for a divorce.

11ON. MRt. DICKEY..1 the Bill which is HON. MR. SANFOIRD moved that the
Ow before the House in the same form a as greport ibe adopted.


