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court), we sbould take all tihoee matters into
consideration, and, ta use a honely phrase,
make thbe aanendiment sensible. I may lie
criticized by my colleagues in the Government
for miaking suicl a suggestion at the present
moment, but I do so because I bave some
responsibility in connection witb the adminis-
tration of tbe Art. I do nat intend, how-
ever, ta move an amrendinent, for the Bouse
of Conamons, tlie governing body bliat lias
ta, provide tbe funds, bas expressed by its
action a desire tliat tliese reports should lie
macle in a certain manner. 1 do feel, bliaugli,
that it was a mistake ito bave tbe Art expire
on thie lst of March ingtead oi thbe 3lst.

Bon. Mr. BELCOURT: May I repeat what
I said-that it was with considerable besitation
1 suggested my amendment; not because I did
flot think it wvas a proper one, for in fact I
believe it was quite proper, but berause af the
fart that if the amendment were adopted the
Bill would bave ta go back ta the Bouse of
Commons and that mniglit very seriously in-
convenience bath Bouses. My honourable
friend bas discussed a point that is entirely
different f rom that whirli I raised. The ter-
mination ai tbe Act -is a question whicb was
nat at ahl involved in my suggested amend-
ment, and as ta that question, of course,I
have no comment ta make.

I rise at tbis moment merely ta say that
I do not propose ta insist on tbe suggested
amendment. Since I was on my feet before,
I bave realized that in any case the informa-
tion which would lie rovered by my amind-
ment could easily be obtained at any period
next sessian,

Bon. Mr. ROBERTSON: Yes, by put ting
questions on the Order Paper.

Bon. Mr. BELCOURT: Exactly; and in
view of that, I do flot want ta stand for a
moment in the way oi legislation, and do
nat insist on the amendment I suggested.

Rigbt Bon. Mr. GRAHAM: Banourable
members, I sbould like ta suggest ta my bon-
ourable friend the probable source of that
amendmrent ta wbirhb li objects. I thorougbly
ag-ree wîth him that if the Art says lie must
make a report flfteen days after its expiration
lie rannat make a real repart. It bas always
been insisted cîpon, in regard ta Bills for the
construction ai brandi railways, that a repart
ai ail the expenditures and the workings
should lie laid bei are Parliament within fifteen
days after the apening ai the f ollowing session.
But that was a different tbing irom wbat the
prescrnt Bihl calls for. The expenditures on
those brandi uines were rhecked up from day
ta day, and fromn week ta week. and s0 far

as the expenditures were concerned, the re-
ports could be made in a very few days. 1
imagine that this amendment has been taken
froin the standard clause included in al
branch line railway Bills in recent years, and
that it bas been inserted in this Bill without
full consideration being given to what was
meant by the demand for a real accounting
within fifteen days after the expiration of this
Act. While I agree wjth my honourable friend
the Minister of Labour in the opinion that the
Bill in this f ormn hampers him, I must leave
him to work out bis own salvation, feeling
that bie is competent and will lie able to do
it, thoughlihe cannot witbin fifteen days mnake
as full a report as ought ta be madle.

Hon. R. DANDURAND: This legislation
proposes to give greater powers to the Admin-
istration to maintain "peace, order and good
government in Canada."

Rigbt Hon. Mr. GRAHAM: Does that
mean good government or bad government?

Hon. Mr. DANDTJRAND: 1 merely quote
the words "good government in Canada."
Now, my bonourable friend lias just indicated,
weith respect ta this Bill, tliat at present we
have bad government in Canada. 1 arn
referring, not to tbe Administration itself,
but ta tbe fact tbat tbere is not the right
arrangement as between. the two Bouses of
Parliament for the condurt of tbe country's
business. Would senators and mem-bers of
Parliament not be better informed if every
minister, for tbe purpose of explaining buisl,
could appear in the Bouse in wbicb bie bas
not a seat? For example, would it not have
bren ta the advantage of the House of
Commons that the Minister of Labour (Hon.
Mr. Robertson) sbould be able ta go there
and make clear the intricacies of tbis mneasure,
whichlibe will bie administering?

The Riglit Hon. tbe Prime Minister is
credited with possessing a spirit of initiative.
I know lie is interested in maintaining bar-
moniaus and efficient relations between the
two Chambers. Be may be unaware of the
discussion that we liad liere on this matter
at the beginning of the presenit session. If
tbat is so, could it not bie drawn ta bis
attention? And when lie bas a few moments
af leisure, perliaps lie migbt consider tbe
suggestion that bis colleague could present
bills bere during the long debate on the
Address or on the Budget in the other House,
and that the Minister of Labour auglit ta
be able ta cross over ta tbe Commons ta
explain buis. I amn under tbe impression that
aur bonourable friend the Minister bas been
criticized because lie has a seat in the Senate.


