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prep:

at the «imum figure Pr &

of October 15th 1954, in the Toronto area and

had been disrupted and would not be repaired, but would 1

be prepared to share in providing assistanc to damaged

dwellings where services remained available but where the
were to be removed as a precaution against damage

ds in

glslatlon; blll to provlide control over construction of works

erfering with the flow of wafters crossing the International
‘boundary e

9. The Minlster of Trade and Commerce, referring
to discussion at the meeting ol October 28th, 1954, reported
that, in preparing the draft legislation to provide federal
control over the construction of works which interfered
with the normal flow of waters across international or
interprovinclial boundaries, the Department of Justice had
felt it 3gsary to provide that such improvements were
"works for ti general advantage imnada” as envisaged
in sectior NET v & . i

arising from this in the case of st
the international boundarv. A rathe

be created, however, if improvements in the

crossed interprovincial boundaries or which forme
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1 the
boundary between two provinces, such as the Ottawa Ri rer,
were declared to be works for the general advantage of

J

Canada, and thus removed from provincial jurisdiction,

He recommended that the applicabllity of the

proposed legislation be restricted to rivers flowing
across the international boundary.
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