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and supper. because if we are to bave a free 1

rideý we miglit as w-cil bave mneals free.t

Hon. Mr. WATSON-Night and day and

private car.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-Yes,

when you are travelling with your family.

I do not knDow *what other lion. gentlemen

thinl, about it, but unless it is proposed to

let this clause stand, I shahl move that the

following words be struck ont : ' For mcm-

bers of the Senate and House of Commons

of Canada.'

Hou). -Mir. McKAY (Truro)-Cali tue lion.

gentleman get a seconder ?

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-I do

not know ;if it is not tested in couîmuittce,
1 shiah test it iu tue Ilouse. With respect

to the mnemlbers of the commission, I thiink

that is a very reasonable provision. Tiiose

w-ho have the wvholc maniagelienit of the rail-

w-ays under tlîcir charge slîould have frcee

transportation. I hiave 110 objection to that,

but 1 do ihiulk, for thc credit of pienibers

of pri anît and 0f tlie Senate iii parti-

cular, w- s1îould iîot alhomw this to be made

the law of ilic land. I know% that it is said

*why, you acccpt passes ' ;so dces oîîc geil-

tiemian accept a1 lunich fr-omi another. Tlîat

is a iiiztter betwveen a geiitiemni.wbo inîvites

ani a genîtlem~an m-ho acccpts, and if the

rlwvcouipzaliies thilk prcper to cxteud

a c nrtesy tu auy one, w-hether hie is a mcem-

ber of l)arliainelit or not, it is for thec onle

to Nvlw>nm the canîtesy is cxtendled to re-

ceive it or reject it. I think lu thiat respect

you shonhd no inore ask a cumipany, or a

body of mcin w-ho have investcd their capital

in the construction of a railway, to carry

members of l)arlianicnt free any more thaîx

you should compel an individual to enter-

tala certain persous at bis home. That is the

view I bl.d. and 1 hope the 'Sonate will se-

rionshy consider the matter. 'My own inten-

tion is. if the comimittcc do liot strike out this

clause, to taIre the course I have alrcady

indicated. and if that is defeaited, I shahl

take occasion to move that it shahl îîot ap-

ply to senators, actiug, as I consider, lu ac-

cord w-itb the dignity of this Ilouse. The

othier House can take what views on the

question thiey plea se.

Hou. Mr. DANDURAND-I thiuk thils

question eau be examiucd fromn a lîigbcr

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

)oint than the one takea by tbe lion. gen-

lemnan. If tbe railways were built altogether

vlth private money tbe companles would un-

loubtediy have a right to say : 'You cannioi

exact privileges from us,' but 1 should lîkE
the hon. gentleman to point me to one coin-

pany that bias flot corne to parliament for
hivy subsidies, double subsidies in very

mny instances ;so that w-e can say that

if parliament bad, froin the inceptioxi of ail

thQse railways, Imposedi a condition tbat

they should carry members of parliameiît

free, tbey would have accepted thec obliga-

tion in exchange for the subsidies and houan-

dies g-iven to them. To-day, lion. gentlemen

rnay tell me that no sucb obligation bas been

imposed upon tbem, but everyhody kno-s

tiiere is hardly a company-and especially the

large companies-that bas not lhad cecasioli

to corne and ask, for privileg-es. bonuises.

subsidies and so on, for hunes and extensions.

and whicli will appear agalu fir pli-

vileges of one kind ou another. 50o

that we are xîot in the, position of parties

hlolinig nup railwav.y coiupanies and f riilig

thcmn. because of tlic power wc 110o(l, to

grant privileges. I ami simply discussiîig

tlîis academie question, for we ail hnow we

receive yearly passes frcm aiwa coin-

panies. We are not legislatinig for to-day

only ;we are legislatiug for thec future. 1

know tlat there is cousiderable 0f a seîitimiut

in the country, more especialir lu Ontario and

in Toronto, where somie newspapcrs bold

that members of parliament should îlot re-

ceive passes and should not be uîîde. aiîY

kind of obligation to -railways. Is this

proposed legislation niot a compflete a1n-
swer to the argument that mnembers

of parliament" sbould not be under a

compliment to a railway even for a pass?

It seeins to me tlîis question ean be exai-

ined froin two sides. Just now, I mnay soY,

tili 1 hiear the represeiltatives of the rail-

w-ays on tbis question, that my inclination

is to urge settling the question once and for

ail, not for to-day only, but for the

future. There will be an immense expan-

sion iii this country. Railwvays will be built

through the land. WVe will soon have a

second transcontinental railway, and a third

one if we live 20 years, and wc wvill sec rail-

ways runniag througbl to the Pacifie and uip

to Hudson Bay, and it is as well to impose


