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bon. friend the leader of the opposîtio>n is
flot prepared to answer that question.

An bon. .MEMBER. No.
Mr. SCOTT. E.vidently ijot. Weil, lu my

own opinion, section 23 ln these Bis means
absolutely nothing-or at ail eveuts very lit-
tie. But 1 say that if section 23 is put in
the Bill, tlien it is fair, it is right, it 15
imperative that further notice be put in
the Bill that parliament intends, as the
Prime Minister says, to negotiate the sur-
render oKf these exemption riglits from the
company-that further notice be put iu th
Biii, so that the provinces, the peop]e 0

Canada and the railway company will un-
derstand that parliament, at some future
day will take -away these rights by expro-
priation or by negotiation. But. as I have
iiad 110 success wlth the amendment which
I moved to the~ Alberta Bill, it is useiess to
repeat that proposai. 1 beg with regard to
ýthis Saskatchewan Bili to niove

That- ail the words after 'now ' be struck
out and the foilowing inserted:

That the Bill (No. 70) be recommitted to Com-
mlttee of the Whoie House with instructions
to expunge section 23 thereof.

Mr. DAVID HENDERSON (Halton). I
oaly desire to say that 1 have no sympathy
witb auy motion in this House that bas for
its purpose the violation of a soiemn com-
pact made many years ago by the parlin-
muent of Qanada. Therefore, I cannot re-
cognize lu any form the motion that bas
been moved by the bon. gentleman (Mr.
Scott). 1 do not believe for a moment that
this parliament will stuitify itself by accept-
ing the amend'ment the bon. gentleman (Mr.
Scott) bas presented and so vioiating a sa-
cred contract made many years ago.

Mr. W. A. GALLIHIER (Kootenay). I
fuliy agree wlth tbe bon. member for Hal-
ton (Mr. Henderson) that this government
and this parliameut shouid hoid sncred the
coutracts made with the former governument
and parliameat by any party or corporation.
But, as 1 stated this afternoon-and I do
riot intend to repeat my remarks-I con-
tend tliat if the goverument ln 1881 b*ad
power to make this contract and to, pass
that laîw, there is no uecesity for this sec-
tion lu the Act, for that lnw would appiy,
and it cannot be overridden by local legis-
lation afterwards. On the otber hnnd, if
this inw Nvas ultra vires the parliament of
Canada in 1881, then this parliament is not
called upon to confirm nny portion of a con-
tract thnt was ultra vires of parliament
wbeu it -%as made. There is a vast differ-
ence between carrying out a contract made
with a former parliament which contract
was within the powers of that pariament,
and cnrrying out a portion of -a contract
made tbat was flot within the powers of
parliamnent. If it was withln the power
of parliament to, make it, then the rights of
the other party wili be safe lu any case,

uwhether section 23 is put in or not. And
if it is flot within their power, it is no part
of the duty of this parliament, or any
other, to, carry ont an arrangement which
was ultra vires of the authority that made
it. For tiiese reasons I support the motion
of my hon. friend (Mr. Scott).

Sir WILFRID LAURIER (Prime Minis-
fer). There is absolutely uotbing uew la
this question, which was discussed fully la
committee. And, for the same reas»ns that
I gave iny lion. friend (Mr. Scott) before, I
must tell hlm that we cannot accepf this
motion.

Mr. r. L. BORDEN. The hon. member
for West Assiniboin .(Mr. Scott) bas covered
a very wide range la bis speech. including
the convention la the Northwest Territories,
.%r. Haultain's secrecy as f0 capital ad-
vnes. the conferences held between mem-

bers fromn the Northwest Territories during
thec re(ýecut session, besides formulating a
nuinher o! questions, whicb no one, bim-
self inclnded, seemed able to answer, wlth
regard to certain aileged opinions of the
president of the Canadian Nortbern Rail-
way. Thes-e questions seemed to, be par-
ticularly irrelevant to the matter we bave
been dlscugsing tbis evening. The bon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Scott) says this is a serious
matter. Lt *certai.niy is a serions matter,
but he did flot treat it in a serions wa v.
Lt is a serions matter. But nny one who
looks over tbe volume of 'HIansard ' dnring
the last four or five yenrs and observes
the gyrations the .bon. gentleman bas in-
dulged in on this question can form a pret3y
good opinion as to, how serions be is la
takiag up the time of the House lu discuss-
ing it at this stage.

Look at bis motion as he defines it, a
motion ia respect o! which he bas taken up
44) minutes of the time of this House. He
says that section -93 means notbing, there-
fore he tukes 40 minutes to ask us to strike
if ont. If it mens nothing tben sfriking
it ont mens uofbing. That is the position of
the bon. gentleman according to bis own
statement. That is bis own defluition of the
p)osition wbicb ha occuples lu takiug up the
time of the House to-night. If if means
anything af al it mens that a rigbt wbich
bas been made with the Crown, conflrmed
by the parliament of this country lu 1881,
inay lie taken away without compensation.
If if bas cny meaning at ail I would sup-
pose if te mnen that, or that if w:Ns an at-
tempt to) accomplisb that resuit. I do not
know wliat the hon. memiber for Kooteuay
4Mr. Gàllibýer) mens by discussing the ques-
tion as te whetber it was witbin the com-
peteuce of the government to make this
agreement lu 1881.

Mr. GALLIHER. If' if was nof within
the competence of the goverament to make
if we did not need this section. because thaf
rigbt wili pass on f0 tbem nofwitbstanding
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