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tion of tiz Parliarnent to His Majesty, the
Senate, and the House ef Gemmons. There-
fore 1 think, that, uniess we find some re-
strictions iii that Act, the two Houses are
placed on a par as far as legisiation. is con-
cerned, Nwhether it be on one subject or
another. If one had to deal with this ques-
tion merelv as a 'legal question, it seems toi
me that there could be no ground even. for
argument, because when a miatter is
entrusted le three different persons, and
they are treated on a -par, no preference
heing giveri teoene over the other, it goes
without saying that their rights are equ ai,
their jurisdiction i6 ýequal; and therefore
this Par:iament, according te the ext to
which I refer, bas jurisdiction equal to 'that
of the House ef Gomions.

But the question is some-what complicated,
nlot only because of what bas; taken place
in England, but hecause of the practical
way in which the English people deal with
ail matters, especially political 'mattems.
Although the text may be as clear as the
text te, which. 1 have called the attention
of the House, we find that the Privy Count-
cil, in dealing with the constitution of
Queensland as late as 1872, anid 'with a
text similar te that to be found in section
53 of our constitution, rendered a decision
-without hearing the parties or their coun-
sel, and without argument-maintaining
that the Council ef Queensland was not
entitled to amend meney Bis. The Privy
Council, I take it, were influenced in ren-
dering their decision, by the fact that in
Queensland they had swamping power, anid
therefore it was ini the power of the House
of Commons-or of the Legîsiative Assemn-
bly, as it was named at that ti-me-actirig
in enjunctioTi with the representative of
the King, te do there what was done in
England in 1911 by the Parliament Act-to
force upon the Upper Chamber the views
of the popular branch of the legislature.
And the Privy Council no doubt thought
preper te take a sho-rt-eut and maintain.
that the practice which prevail-ed i Eng-
land should be the practice to be followed
in Queensland.

On examninirig the book4s which have been
N%-itten on this subjet. one finds that that
is thie pririciple foldowed by all the tvriters;1
and àt may be a proper prmnciple, because,
so long as the popular branch of the l-egis-
lature has the power te force upon the
Upper Chamnber its own views, %vbat is te
use et exercising ýan adverse pow'er, e te
.peak, te that of the popular bramch? So
long as the popu1ar brandi, with the Crown,
bas the swam.ping- powver, il is in a position
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te force its x'iewvs upon, the Upper Gharnber,
and te have its own, way. It is, in that
way that the House et Gommons in Eng-
land forced upon the bouse of Lords the
practice which prevai]ed for a century or
two. and finally forced upen the Houise
of Lords the passing ef the Parlianient Act.
But in exami:ning that question one miust
aise bear thi3 ti mind: that the House
of Oommons in, Englarid îa a House of
Cominons in a unitary state, possessed et
most plenary powers, -go mueh se that
with the consent of the CTow-n they caii do
almost anything. For instariee, they may
declare wax w~ithout arrv regard te the
Heouse of lorde-; they m-ay declare almost
anîythirig, and the House of Lords would
have ne recouTse whatever, so long as the
Hou-se of Gommons acted with the asent
anid join-tly with the King, because the
Cabinet i6 responsible only te the &{euse
ef Gommoans.

That ie net the case with us in Canada,
because we have a written constitution;
and, unless te House et Commons, with
the consent ef the Crown, take-s the respon-
sibility of disregarding the rigbts arid
po-e-ra et this branch ef Parliament, those
rights have te be respected. Even id the
Hcuse of Commona violated the cencstitu-
tien, there would be a rem-edy before the
Courts, becauee their aéts could be assailed
as heing unconstitution-al. which is net the
Case in Engl-and, because ne courts cari
be called upon; at aný time, or on ariy
oocasien, te pa-ss upen. the validitv et the
action et the House ot Gommons witb the
as6ent et the Crown. 1 thin< that is an
important difference; and, if I arn net
mi-staken, it is, a distinction te which the
honourable member in his valuable memno-
randum bas made ne reference.

Another very important distinction te be
made lies in the tact that under our
constitution the Senate represents different
intereats trom those represented by the
House et Gommons. W7e have a Genfedera-
tien, which ineans a uýnion et sever-al
Stat-es, fermed Jor the purp)ose etf pro-
te-cting the rights of the s4.ates6 thus
united. Our constitution in that respect is
similar te that et the United Stéates, where
it is admitted that the Senate has the power
and -thbe riglit te deal with money matters.
0f course, olir position is net as strong as
that et the Senate et the United States,
because we are net elected by the people,
while they are elected eitber by the people
or by the legisiatures et tbe va-rieus states;
but in botb countries tbe principle is the


