
SENATE

THIRD READING.

Bill (152) An Act 10 Incorporate th3e South-
crun Central Pacifie Rallway Company.-
(Hlon. 'Mr. Tempiernan.)

RAILWAYS LAW CONSOLIDATION
BILL.

AGAIN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the

Whole consideration of Bill (21) An Act to

amend and consolidate the law respecting
raiiways.

On clause 275, subsoction 5,

Honi. 'Mr. MLcMILLAN-W, lin this subsec-

tion cornes up I wisli to move an nmend-
mient in the following ýwords:

Provided, however, that the Comnpany shail
flot be liable for any injury that the person
so travelling may sustaifi whilec travelling on
said railway.

Thiat is thec provision ve have iii the pass-
es that are issued 10 us at preseat, and if
we are going to force the railways to carry
niembers of parliament ail over Ibis eounitry
free, they ouglit to b3e pretected thein as
Ihey are uow wben tliey grant us passes.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOW\ELL-The

bon, gentleman should add to th3e notice that

the companies sbould pay membors $10 a

dar 10 cover expenses travelling.-

The clause m-as allowed to stand.

On clause 276,
276. When the Company- OWL5, charters, uses,

nizintains or wvorks, or is a party to any ar-
rangement for using, maintaining or working
vessels for carryilg traffit, by sca or by water
between any places or ports in Canada, the,
provisions of this Act in respect of toila shall,
se far as they are applicable, e xtend to sucb
vessels and te the traffia carried there-by.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It n'as requested Ihat

tîlis clause should be aliowied ta stand, but

1 tbink the point takeni is a trifling one and

possibly w-e mîglt coîîsider w-bether we
could accept the arndment. It -wiil be

iioted Ibat it bas reference to transport froni

points within Canada, but part of the trans-
port by sea. It is very xvell known that

there are vessols that sali fromi Montreal

for points on t13e other side of th3e Atlantic

and eall at Quebec and other points en route,

a nd tiierefore it miglit rend botter if th3e iast

lino referrod 10 the traffic only and not 10

th3e vessels. It does îîot seei 10 mie it is
veaily wvorth considering further. 1 do niot

thinit there shouId be any objection to the

a mendmnent.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. POWrEItT3e same care shlit

be exercised wbere steamsbip uines on Lake
Superl,.r, for instance, connect with rallways

at botb ends. There should be th3e samne pro-

tection afforded passengers on vessols as on

trains. Witb respect to touls, there is no,

reason why the same rule should flot apply

10 the touls for iroight on board those vessels
as 10 th3e freigbt on trains ; and th3e clause

says 'only so far as they are applicable.' I

do iiot see 130w thal is going 10 do any ianm,
and, furtber, 1 have tbis feeling :that mon-

sure bas corne up fron thé Flouse of Coin-

inons where Il w-as considerod. carefully,
and where th3e interests of the public were

probably considered rather more tlian th3e
initerosts of rallway companies -,and il

it Is our duty 10 see fair-play, we can trust

th3e railway companies, as a rule, to take

fairiy good care of their owýn interests w-hue

il is th3e duty of t13e parlianient 10 loei

after th3e interosts of t13e public.

Hou. Mnr. LOUGHEED-T30 objection

tliaI bas beon raisod is not the~ one referred

10 by my lion. friend, but it is taIt t13e touls

sliould extend 10 t13e vessels. The object is

thaI th3e touls should extend 10 th3e traffie

on vesseis just in the saine wvny is the toHas

extenld 10 t13e freighit carried by t13e cr

The touls do niot extend 10 113e cars, and thoy

should not extond to 1t3e vessels. The touls

should 13e made applicable simply 10 th3e
traffic.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It did seoni 10 me th3e

other was th3e common-sense reading of it.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWýELL--It is

rofresliing to hear 1the lion. Speaker pay so

inucli deference and respect 10 t13e Bill as

lt came froni the House of Coînmons, parti-

cularly wlien we ioolz aI th3e Ordor paper nnd

find that 13e hiniseif lias given notice 10

arnend 0one or two clauses. Porsons wbo

talie a different vien' fron im on thils

particlar question miglit. I think, with ail
due deforence to otlier memlbers, bave an

oi)portuiity 10 express their views. The-

objection taken to Ibis clause bas not been

fuliy pointed ont. The objection is, wvill il

noýt be lnterpreted 10 affect 1the tolîs and

freigbt upon vessels leaving a Canadian

port, say Montreai or Quobec for Europe.

Hon. Mr. !,OUGHIEED No, il is betw'een
any places lu .Caniada. , ;


