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the House of Cemmons in the way indicat-'
ed, and 1 thought it unreasonable that ni
this Chamber should intervene and say; C
' notwithstanding that you have assumed a
the full responsibility that you have, by a
votmng this amount, yet you muet spend itt
as the Senate of Canada says, and
inot as yon the Government of Can-
ada deciares.' My hon. friend has ai- t
iuded to the constitutional difficulties
surrounding this question. Constitutionai
bogies wiii not be aupreciated by the
farmers of Canada. That is a question
which arose niany years ego in the United
States. In the North American Review cfI
September 13, my hon. friend wiii find aj
very interesting article on that subjeet.
Whiie in the United States, the states of
the Union claim that -a federai authority
can exercise no juriadiction over the roads
of the country, there it was worked out
mutually, and the states were only tao glad
te co-operate vith the federai authorities
ini carrying ont a echeme mutuaily arranged
between that authority and'- the states.
The constitutional appropriation was sup-
ported chiefiy upon some or ail of the
following federal powers: to establish roads,
ta regulate commerce, ta declare ver, ta
provide for the common defence, and te
promote the generai veifare. If the
federal authority of the United States
couid invoke its generai pavers under the
headings which I have just mentioned, no
mlght the Dominion of Canada in building
roade throughout the Dominion. The
Dominion cf Canada ie just as much in-
terested, as the provinces, in the means of
transportation, in questions affecting lav
and order, in questions affecting trade and
commerce, with ail of which the highways
have ta do. It seems to me, with ail due
deference to the criticismes which. have
fallen from my hion. friends opposite, that
to throw constitutionai difficulties in the
way cf voting an important grant, ie flot
serving any good purpose.

Hon. Sir GEORGE BOSS (Middlesex)>-
How cen yen as a Governmcnt, evade the
constitution ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The constitution
couid not stand in the way of this. There
ie nothing ta prevent the Dominion from
voting an amount of money ta the prov-
inces, te be expended according toas
schemne determined by themselves and the
provinces. Who viii say them nay P

Hon. Sir GEORGE BOSS (Middesex)-
Wili you get the judgment of the Supreme
Court on that P

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The courts could
iot intervene if the Dominion Government
hose te vote a sum te be expended in
*ny province, in accordance with a scheme
.rranged between the twe Governments-
he courts could net interfere.

Hon. Sir GEORGE ROSS (Middlesex)-
Lny court can declare a law unconstitu-
ionai.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-But could not
revent by their judgment such*assistance
îeing given.

Hon. Sir GEORGE BOSS (Middlesex)-
Ef my hon. friend is se confident that hie
ndgment is right, let him refer the matter
oo the Supreme Court. We viii net quarrel
vith 'the jndgment cf the court.

Hon. M~r. LOUGHEED-If any province
should be se reluctant te accept money for
lie building cf highways, this Government
La net going into litigation over the ques-
bieni.

Now iny hon. friend lias recited a
Elumber cf Bills whip'h shouid in his
opinion have been brought down, but
which have not been mentioned in the
Address, and wbich were net receîved in a
£riendly spirit by the Senate in previeus
sessons. Among these Bils vas the

Branch Lines Bil. I think my hon. friend
was right in mnch cf the criticism
which he made as ta that Bill net
being rejected on partisan grounds.
0f course I vould point ont, as my hion.
friend very properly did point ont. that
the Bill vas originated when the late
Government vas in office, and likevise vas
rejected lest year. Se that I amn unavare
cf the charge of -partisanship having been
anade as ta the rejection cf that Bill being
well grounded. I might say with reference
te the Bill, that it vas not an unreasonable
power for the Government cf the day ta
ask, that they should be entrusted with
acqniring the branch railways in connec-
tien with the Intercolonial railway. It vas
~in the interest cf the conntry. that this
ahould b. done. I have ne hesitatien in
saying that the Government cf the country
js placed in a position of disadvantage, by
reason cf the legialation which lest session
was rejected tonching the leasing cf branch
Uines cf the Intercolonial raiivay. If similar
legisiation were pa8sed vith reference ta any
cf the other great transportation systeme
it would be impossible for those systemas
ta do business with advantage. To enact
that the Government cf the day, operating
a great systemi cf railways, shonid be handi-


