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lion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-We
have ail acted upon that interpretation of the
law. We were entltlcd under the old law
to count la the days of attendance, and
days that we sat upon committee, though
not ln the House.

Hon. 'Mr. MIILER-I sbould like to ask
my bou. f rlead If is contention le to this
effeet, that a member -wbo bas flot been
here thirty-one days can count ln the Iftteen
days whicb he Is allowed to be absent, ln
order to make the attendance thlrty-one
days?

Hlon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Tbat
1 believe bas been tbe Interpretation given
to the law.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That baà not been
rny opinion, and I bave neyer met a Iawyer
wbo bolds that opinion eitber.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
neyer consulted a lawyer about lt. My re-
collection is that the fitteen days bas been
included lu ail cases. If a member sat
tbirty-one days lie would lie entitled to It,
less the days bie was flot bere, and there
would be less advantage lu glving fteen
days. I arn stating the interpretation which
bas been given to the old law, and how
we were pald. I want to point out tbat
if the interpretation put upon the present
Iaw le correct it wll be a saving to the
country ratber than an lucrease. I bave
comrnenced at British Columnbia and gone
down to the maritime provinces, and I take
ten cases and read the resuit. In readiug
these flrst figures It rnust be rernemliered
they include the mileage; bence it wll
lie mucli larger in the case of people comlng
frorn the Pacific than It would be for tbe
sarne number of days a member vould sît
coming frorn a constituency near the capi-
tai. Que drew $3,003. He sat seveuteea
days, but lie lhad the advantages to wblch I
bave cailed attention. Under the present
law those advantages being taken froni hi.,
the mileage and otber perquisîtes be would
bave drawu only $340. Ânotber drew $2,191,
thougi lie'sat lu thîs House only four days.
Under the uew Iaw lie would have drawn
$80. Another drew $2.243 for slxteen days
attendauce; under the present law as It bas
licou lnterpreted lie would bave drawn ouly
$320. Another drew $2,815 for twenty-three
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days atteudauce. His sessionai allowance
under tbe preseut law, for the samne attend-
ance, would lie only $460, because lie had not
sat the tbirty-oue days wbich is provlded for
lu the law. Another drew $2,203 and bie est
thîrteen days. Under the present la'w lie
would I4ave been entltled to $260. Another,
an Ontario senator, drew $2.215 for ten days
slttlng. Under the preseut law be would
have drawn $200. Another drew $2,187 for
ten days attendauoe; bis allowance under
the present law would lie $200. Ânotber lu
Ontario drew $2,259 for eleven days slttiug.
Under the present law bie would draw $20 a
day for the eleven days, makiug $220. The
ninth senator drew $2,188 and be sat lu tbe
House twelve days. Hlis allowance under
the present law, wlth tbe interpretaton
placed on It, would lie $240. Another drew
$2.293 for eighteeu days. Under tbe preseut
law lie would bave been entitled to $360.
Thie total arnount that tbese ten members
of tbe House drew for these attendances
was $23,097, for one bundred and twenty-
four days slttlng. Under the present law
tbey would bave been entitled to only $2.680,
plus their actual expenses lu coniing to Ot-
tawa and returuing borne, not iuciudlng
railway fares. I bave not given the amounts
drawn by members of the House of Gom-
mous, but the samne princîple appiles to the
lndemnity paid lu t.hat House. If this coin-
parison applled to this House wltb its siail
number of members, shows sucb a resuit,
bow much greater would lie tbat comparison
If applled to members of tlie House of Coi-
mous ?i

If tbe bon, gentleman wlll analyse these
accounts tbey wlll fInd that what I have
polnted ont le strictly correct, that under tbe
preseut law the paymeut of members wonld
be less than If the previous law were ln force
and would cost the country less than it did
under the old law. That was rny opinion. and
I took the troulile to look tbrougb the whole
of the staternt. I bave aIl the particulars,
and you can judge It from the file I bave
here. Bo mucli noise was made about It lu
the press and tbrough the country, that I
thouglit It a subject wortby of the consîder-
ation of every representative ian, and my
opinion bas been verlfied by the fact.
Ameudments should lie made to t.he present
law. When tbe question cornes up we can
d1scuss them. It seenis to lie a Jumble.


