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Hon. Mr. POWER-If the Senate was in
order in. moving that amendrnent, the sub-
amendment xnoved by the hon, gentleman
froin Toronto must Ibo -in order.

HRon. Mr. -WAT&OL8N-Or they are botfl
out of order.

'Hon. Mr. POWER-And there has been a
disposition of late, especially dev'eloped
during the present session on the part o!
hon. gentlemen, to extend this doctrine
te money Bills. The ainendment that is
proposed by the hon, gentleman fromn To-
ronto (Hou-. Mr. Kerr) does not propose te
increase the burden on the taxpayer: on
the contrary it postpones the inerease until
Parliament ehould have met again.

'Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That we cannot
do.«

'Hon. Mr. POWER,-We have been. living
under thie present rate I believe al.most
since lhe union -of the colony in 1867 and
it does to seem te me that it is a very
serious thing that we should decide, that,
having lived. for forty-five years .under this
arrangement, we ahould continue to lîve
under it for the remainder of thie year. I
fail te see that there, is any serious emer-
gency just now. 0f course hon. gentlemen
have been spending money pretty freely
and I suppose they need ahl the rnoney
they can get.

The SPEAKEIR-The hon. 'gentleman
éshould confine hirneell te the point of
order.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I bec the hon.
gentlemnan's pardon; perhaps 1 have
wander-ed a little, but the temptation wvas
great.

Hon. 1Ln. DtANDUPRA.ND-Thie point
raised by the hon, leader o! the House'
is that the amendrnent proposed by the
hon. member fromn Toronto <Hon. Mr.
Kerr) is eut of order, because it amendq
an arnendment, which is a money clause.'
That contention would ho zbsohitely cor-
rect -if this arnendment came frorn the
Hous-e -of Gommons. It contains alI the
elements of a money clause, wvhich cannot
be amended by this Chamber, but this
,clause emanates f rom thie Chamber and
freim the hon, gentleman himself. We are
now discussing an amenduient made by
hirneel!, and in whe.tever .formn it leaves
this House, it will be the Act of the Senate,
just as it is to-day the Act of the Senate
when the amendment cornes from the hoen.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

gentleman, and therefore the point is nlot
well taken.

Hon. Sir 'MACKENZIE BOWELL-To
what extent would the passing of an

amedaintab~ tu the imiposition and colle-
tion of post office r;evenue affect the law
now on the statute-book? The first clause
of the Bill reads-

Paragraph (e), <k) and (y) of subsection 1
of section 9 of the Post Office Act, chapter 66
of the revised statutes. 1906, are repealed and
the following are substituted therefor.

Now. if that remains on the statu-te-book,
and those clauses which '*ie are repealing
refer to the imposition of the present rate
of postage, thon the proposed arnendrnent
would leave the Governrnent in 'this posi-
tion, that the Poetmaster General would
have to adopt other regulations affecting
the rate of postage upon newspapers -and
periodicals, and the fixing of zones. The
imposition o! that tax could be varied,
but it could not corne into force until it
had the sanction o! the Treasury Board,
and- afterwards the approval of the Houïe
of Commons. Where would power rest,
ini case we repeated these clauses, for the
imposition of any rate of postage upon
nowepapers and pexiodicals? The Senate,
in accepting an amendrnent and sending it
to the House of Commons, did nlot impose
any. rate of duty or any maximum or
minimum rate. That was ledt designedly
in blank, leaving the Commons to fix the
maximum rate that the Postmaster Generai
could impose on periodicals and new£-
paipers.

Hon. Mr. DAINDURAND-The, question
put by my hion. friend does not cover'the
point of order raised -by the leader of the
House. 1 woul surmiEe that if this clause
wipes out the power o! fixing rat-es upon
newspapers and periodicals, the point
taken by the hon. memiber from De Sala-
berry is right; if this amendrnent carrnes
as it is, it would leave the Governrnent in
an awkward position, but, of course, this
amendment could be further arnended by
adding that the .present rates shail remain
in force until others are imposed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-But we
are discussing, flot what might be done, but
ýwhat is before the Ho use.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-As I understand the
hon. gentleman from Hastings, he contends
that the Post Office Department will be put
in a position of not. being able to collect
postage on newspapers and periodicals.


