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being had to population, there was a cer-
tain purpose -in vieW: it wvas that we
shculd represent, not -a saal section of
the population, but the provinces froin
which we corne; and I would ask, my
honourable friends if, in reading the
Quebec reésolutions and the federal com-
pact, they do mot notice thet -the !finan-
cial clauses of the contract play a most
important role. If they do play an im-
portant role and if we are here to see that
the letter and spirit of that agreemnent are
maintained, does it 'neyt 'follow logically
that we have a special duty ta watch aver
the financial. administration of the country?

1 recognize that, .though we may have
equal powers with the House of Cornmons,
they shauld bie exercised by us in a differ-
ent spirit. We have equai powers, 'but we
have not the sanye mandate. If the
Gommons. when acting a.cording to the
letter and spirit of the constitution, have
a clear mnandate from the country, their
authority should go unchallenged in finan-
cial as in other matters. Our duty, I 5mr-
mise, is ta assure ouxselves that the Com-
moins have that clear mandate. If in this
respect thie Sen-tle fulfils its duty .seriously,
it can play an important, a paramounit
part in the safeguarding cf the Fedexal
treasury. I dlaim that very often we have
been individually convinced that, the Coin-
mnn, in disposing of the money and tihe
credit cf the co'untry, lias not given suff-
cient consideration te the general interests
of Canada, and, in common with many of
the most praminent citizens of Canada,
who are concernied over the proper ad-
ministration of the country, and whG
watch ils expenditures with a care£ul
eye, we have feit that the House -,f (Ym-
nions, was at, ties quite improvident. It ls
natural that we should see suca: ihiDgs.
When rnost of the iriernhers of the itouse
of Commons, are in-terested, in obtaining
votes of mon-ey for their conistitueiicies. and
Nvhen throughi pressure, brought te hear upon
the Cabinet or Ilie Finance 3finister they
hiave succeeded in getting- a sliare of the
appropriation. how can thev lurn around
and criticize ýinii1ar expenditurec. aiuount-
iiig lin the a1c"regate te an extrav«iant, surn?

Ho au -they criticize ivîheu they hiave been
parties to thiat extravagancee? Suchi things
hiappen in tijiies of prosperity, wlien the
treasury- is buovant and wiiiiler., itel that
they c-au strengthien their po6itioi iii their
own constUtueuic% by obtaiiinu a rnoriev
vote for soine questio nable expeiiditure.
Sucli thlings have hiappeued in the grauting
o! rai]way sub.sidi es, which withini iiv inei-

ory have hardly ever been opposed in the
House cf Commons. Bis ta grant sub-
sîdies have been brouglit in during the last
days of the session and millions cf rnaney
have been vot-ed in the last forty-eight hours
of the session, tihe Opposition, whether Lib-
eral or Couservative, remaining duilb; and
the Public -saw those immense suins cf
uîouey bfing voted without any serious in-
quîry as to the need for the appropriation,
because, I suppose, there were too inany
counties that could be infiuenced and ta
which it would be dangerous to deny those
votes. This is what ive have aU l>een wit-
nesses cf; and I wonder if under those cir-
cunstances the Senate would not have been
only doing its duty te the country in asaert-
ing its right te tackle those big money
votes and ta moderate thexn. We have often
aeen tho8e votes being made in the let ses-
sion of a Parliament. If the Senate had de-
cided that, inasmuch as there ws ta be
an election shortly and the people would
have a chance ta pronounce upon the votes
proposed, they shauld be de!erred until the
first session of the new Parliament, per-
haps those sumes of maney would neyer*
have heen vated. The Senate ahould thus
be enabled to relieve the presetare exerted
upon the Minister of Finance and the Cab-
inet by their folbowerr*

TIhese are the few Texnarks whioh I de-
sired te add in eupport of -the resolution
and of the miemorandum which. accompanies
the report, in which I fully coincur..

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: Honaur-
able gentlemen, I rise, mot to make any oh-
scrvatione unon the constitutional aspectis
of th-e question, but ratlier ta make an
observation or two upon the.goad pur-
poée whichi I hope this repart will
serve. It isz unnecessary ta say that
this question lias agitated the Senate
for a considerabic leneth af tume. From
Confedera-tion domrn to the present time,
scarcely a sýession has passed without a
discussion ariz-ing as te 'wbat the consti-
tutienal powers of thbe Senate are with
respect ta nionev Bills. and froim session-
te session appeals, by way af-points of
order. have been made te the Speaker for
the time beiuc te rule upon, thi6 very im-
portant question. There has not been that
u-niformity or consietency which is de-
sirable on the part of the different Speakers
ini the ruliins -which they have made ais
te how far ilhe Senate might exercice its
a -uthioritv ini dealing with financial ques-
fioncz. Thiere h.aý been a great deal of mie-
conception on this subject, net onlrv in the


