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tew words., I must conf cas that I was a little
puzzled wbien I read the clause granting-, as
a muatter of rigbt, passage to, inembers o?
parliament, but, on rellection, I thouglit tbat
there wvas a good deal lu fuvour.of It. Wlîat
struck me ut the outset was tbat tbe clause
was ratber sweeping ln Its terms, and If
the railway companies bad umot been for
years granting passes as a general raie, at
iat to members o? botb Houses of parlia-
ment, the clause mlgbt bave beemi somewbat
exuctiuîg ln is nature. But, tbey ]lave not
adopted thut practice for niotbing. Tbey
miuat have adopted it, etber because tlîey
considered IL as due ln justice ta inembers
of parliament, or for the purpose of placing
tbemselves lu a better liglit before inembers
o? parliament. It seems to me that it is un-
dignified for members to remain. ln that
position, and we sbould bave no alternative
tîman eitbier ta make it compulsory ofi the
railway compa nies to grant passes as a
matter of rigbt, or to enact sucli a law as
,would probibit tbem f rom grantlag- any pas-
ses at ail. It bas been suggested by some
railway companies, lu the miemorandum
whiclî bas been dlstributed ta inembers o?
this House, that If the government deem
it proper that the members of parliament
slbould bave free passes onl railways, tbe
government sbould puy for tbese pusses. Tbe
govermuent migbt well ufford Io take that
position. But, on tbe otber biaud, tbe gov-
erninent migbit well afford to take tbis posi-
tion witii the ruilway coxnpany, tîmat this
nachilnery is creutcd for tlieir own benefit,

and I may say for their exclusive benefit.
It is macbinery whieli Is going to entail an
expenditure o? agt cat $100,000 a year ta
begili with, ai large expenditure whicm the
goveriîment would be justlfied iii callIng on
the railway campanles ta heur thieir shînre of,
and the raiiway companies can better afford
to let tbe public bear the expeîîse of this
rallway commission and ta submit to the
grating of passes us 15s suggested. I have

tiot liad tîme ta refer ta tbe Itevised Stu-
tiltes for the purpose of ascertaiiîîg. if the
priuciple la recogxiized of chargiug conîpanies
in sncbl cases as tIbis witb beuriiig the ex-

lienditure occasioned by tbe.mensure, but 1
Iznow it obtains anyway l the province of
Quebec and hli the province of Ontario. Iii
the province o? Quebec I know that tlîis
practice obtains us far as gas iaspectors

and other inspectors are concerncd. Tleir
salaries are collected from the companies
Interested, because the Iîispector is appointed
lu the Interest of the publie ; but as cer-
tain companies are the occasion of the ap-
pointaient, and as It: la for the purpose of
controlling their action hi the interests of the
publie, the cox»panies are made to bear the
expense. It bas been suggested to me by
hon. members near me that this principle oh-
tains Ia the linsurazice depurtment. 1 know
il dces, and lu a flamber of other Instances.
It seenna to me one migbit very rcadiiy coin-
pensate the other, and the railway conipanies
migbt submit to that wlth good grace, and
tbey wouid flot be the losers by It. I wouid
hlave îîo objection to adopt oie course or the
other, but there ls only the one alternative :
we muet either close the door to this practie
which bas obtained for a great ulaîy yea*rs
oif grantnug passes to members of parliainent
sas a favour, or declare tbat members of par-
Diament shaîl have those passes as a mat-
ter of rigbit.

Honl. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I bave
nîo desire to continue tlils discussion, but I
should like to call the attention of ny bion.
friend to the clause as It reaus, and wbîeb
ive are asked to adopt, and usk hn and
othier lawyers, wbo are lu the babit of giving
opinions upon the construction of statutes,
ivhether this clause does not go mucb beyond
wbiat even those wbo are advocatiîîg comn-
pulsory f ree passes. ever intended. From
the discussion, it is qulte evident to niy
mlnd bow the vote wlll be, and for thut rea-
son 1 do îîot propose to continue the dis-
cussion furt*her ut the present moment ; but
notice will be given s0 that at the third rend-
lu- of the Bill we mnay bave an opportunity
o? recording our votes upon timis compul-
sory princîple. I would ask my hon. friend
w-ho bas just spoken. and appears to be as
keen ai critie and interpreter of the wording
of ai clause as any member of the Senute-
I do niot wislb to be uîîderstood wvlien I say
tiiot I amn drawing siny invidious dis-
tinction between lawyers-does not tbis
clause go much beyond wbat even parlia-
ment intended it to go ? Ia the tirst place
it provîdes that the transportation shall be
uipon any train of the company, and tiien ini
the latter portion of the clause, it lîrovides
ilot only tiat they shall hasve free transporta-
tioni for themselvcs, but silso for the staff


