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revenue or levyiug a tax, which for
the purpose of discussion we may cati
money Bills, my view, which I have adopted
after giv.ing fuit consideration to the ques-
tion, is that this House cannot originate
a rnoney Bill. It rnuet originate in the
House of Commons. Futher, if a specific
sum is rnentioned in a.-Biii which cornes to
us, we cannot increase the arnount, because
the increasiug of it is a question involved
in the proposition that the Bill originate
in the -Commone. Apart frorn that, inumy
humble dpiuion, there are no' limitations
at ail upon this honourable Houseý; we can
eitheir reduce the amount or throw out the
Bill.

There are two sections of the British
North Arnerica Act to be considered-sec-
tions 53 and 54. 'Section 54 deals with the
Rouse of 'Gommons. The House of Gomn-
mions canuot originate money Bis; these
Bis have to originate 'with the Governor
General. It is worth while to consider
what happens in the House of Commons
with regard to tIhese Bis. When the Gorn-
mittee of Supply or the Gommittee of Ways
and Means corne to deal wîth a money Bill,
soine person, .speaking for the Goveruor
General, lias to say that the Bill bas His
Excellency's consent. The Houae of Coin-
nions canuot increase the sum recommended
by the (tovernor -General. Il lie xecornrends
a million dollars neither of those committees
cari make it $1,5000. There must ýbe
another recommendation for the increase.
But the committee, can reduce the amount,
or throw out the Bill.

I -desire to make one further remark on
that point. I fiind it laid down very distinct-
ly that it is unconstitutional, or at al
eventa bad practice, for the Cornmittee of
Ways and Means or the 'Committee of
Suppiy to tag on a recommeudation, or a
suggestion, or a qualification, to the reso-
lution before them; they should, paes it,
or arnend it, or reject it. For that reason I
do not believe in our rnaking amendments
iu the way of pious resolutions with regard
to, any money Bill ini this House, and seind-
ing the Bill back in the hope that theI-Houee
of Gommons may entertain those amend-
ments and perhaps ernbody thern in the
Bili. My view is that we mnust do one of two
things: We mnust iegislate or not legisiate.
I think, arguing upon the anaiogy with
what happened In those matters, that it
wouid be an objectionable practice for us
to make suggestions'for the amendment of a
Bill; either we ought not to make sugges-
tions at ahl, or we ouglit to put our arnend.
xnents into the Bill.

Section 54 of the British Nortih America
Act ls the section of which I have been
speakiug-:-

It shall not be lawful for the House of Coin-
mons to adopt or paas any vote, resolution, ad-
dress or Bill for the appropriation of any part
of the public revenue or of any tax or Impost,
to any purpose that bis neot ýbeen first recomn-
niended to that House by message of the Gov-
ernor General In the session In which such vote,
resolution, address or Bill la proposed.

lhen we go back to section 53 we find:
B311]s for appropriating any part of the publie

revenue, or for Imposing any tax or Impost,
shahl originate In the House of Conimons.

There is a rule of this House that when a
money Biil cornes up, this ILouse 'requires
an assurance that the bouse of Gommons
had the recomimendation or the consent of
the Governýor General. The bouse of Gom-
nions have seen fit to pass rule 78 in
which %they enibody section 53 of the British
North Aanerica Act, and theu add that it
is their sole right to, impose conditions
and tLernis, etc., and further, add the words
that the vote is not alterable by the Senate.
Now, I want to know whe're the House of
Gommons got the riglit to pass that, rule.
Iu the first place, there is no use in coin-
paring our powers with the powers o! the
House o! Lords or the bouse of Gommons
in England. They are common law in-
stitutions, whule ours are statutory We
are bound by the British North America,
Act, and, unless the Hlouse of Gommons
can fiud lu the British North America
Act the power to, pass a rule that we have
no riglit to aînend a Bill, then I say their
ruie ls flot of the slightest value.-

The only possible argument that rnay
be set up is based on the Act that was
passed in 1868 relating to, the powers sud
privileges o! the two bouses; but when you
corne to examine that, you find tjhat it
d.oes not deal with the legisiative jurisdic-
tion of the two b-1ouses at ali. It simpty
says that -the powers sud privileges o! the
two Houses, the Senate sud the bouse o!
Cornmons, »in Canada, shall be the powers,
privileges and immunities o! the House o!
Commons o! the UJnited Kiugdorn of
Great Britain sud Ireland. The Act
of 186 dealt simply with the ques-
tion o! the priviieges of m-em-bers and
the arrest sud imprisoumient o! menibers,
also with the protection o! the publication
of the debates. I have tried to see if that
Act couid possibly be coustrued into an
authority enabliug tihe House of Gommons
to pass their rule 78.
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