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it is the governiment that in the last analysis
decides such roatters, but at lea.st there can
be some public discussion of the matter, and
some opportunity for the public at large to
express itself. At the present time we are nat
granted that opportunity, in fact this is
simply another instance in which, rightly or
wrongly, we are getting away from the idea
that parliament is the body that lias auth-
ority with regard to the most important
matters that concern this -country. Ap-
parently the bouse is ta be sidetracked,
n-eglected, ignored, the goverument dlaim-
ing absolute right to decide these most
important matters af public policy with
scant regard ta the wishes of the people as
expressed through their chosen representatives.
I do think the Prime Minister should make
a statement to this ho>use, even if for no
other reason than ta enlighten aur, ignorance
and clear up any miscanceptians that may
generally prevail. I think we should have a
statement from the Prime Minister with
regard ta the points we have raised to-day.
I do not think it is too much ta ask that the
public should be informed very defin-itely with
regard te the protection being given Canada
in the matter af power export, the protection
being given the bondholders, any action that
as being taken hy the governiment ta reserve
for Canada its fundamental rights in connc-
tion with this canal and any action that is
being taken ta safeguard the financial in-
terests of this country. I know that some
years ago my hon. friend t.he Secretary af
State (Mr. Cahan), for whom in common
with ail hon. members of this house I have
a very high regard, took the position that
we must concede that this was entirely a pro-
vincial matter. I cannot concede that point,
and it does not seem ta me that the country
is will'ing ta concede it. I would rather take
the position, as I did in the house two or
three years ago, that the St. Lawrence river
is on a different basis from many other
streams and that the power developed there is
also, on a different basis from the power
developed locally in other areas. I take it
that the St. Lawrence is essentiaîly a national
and an international stream, and that under
those circumstances we cannot deal with this
matter in a provincial faehion. I think that
unless we are careful this administration may
surrender dlaims which ought not ta be sur-
rendered with regard ta the effective contraI
af this great river.

Mr. DUPUIS: Upon what authority is my
hion. friend basing this opinion?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: I have given mny
authorities at some length in previaus dis-

[Mr. Woodswortb.]

eussions, and I cannat see that tahere is any
very useful purpose to be served by citing
those authorities again. The hion. member
will find them in the speeches of the hon.
members who presented the case previously.

Mr. DUPUIS: It is not in the British
North krnerica Act.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Yes, it is in those
portions of that act read only to-day by
the ýhon. ýmembýer for Bo-w River (Mr. Gar-
land).

Mr. DUPUIS: Does the lion. gentleman
suggest that the British North America Act
makes a difference between the St. Lawrence
and other rivers?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Yes, it does. It is
all very well for the former Minister af
Justice (Mr. Lapointe) ta shake his head; I
heard him suggest a little while ago that these
clauses in the British North America Act
applied only ta canals already in existence
when the British North America Act was
passed, but I do flot think that position can
bc successfully maintained.

Mr. LAPOINTE: Would my hion. iriend
apply the samne theory ta the Niagara river,
which is also navigable, and wauld hie dlaim
the deveiopments which have been carried
on there instead of leaving them under the
contraI of the hydro commission of Ontario?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Ultimnately that
chaim may ha made, but the Niagara river
is in a different position.

Mr. LAPOINTE: Whera dots the lion.
gentleman find that?

Mr. WOODSW'ORTH: There are two
points I -might mention, Mir. Speaker. One
as that I think a very goo>d case could be
made out for the continuity af ownership ai
the canal, ever since the original grants were
made ta the Roberts. This canal baas been
changed; its location bas beau somewhat
altered; certainly it lias been enlarged and
it has assumed an altogether différent position
in the public life of this country, but there
wvere certain grants made in the very begin-
ning which have cantinuad tihrough thbe years
in ane forma or another, which it seems ta me
,would offer a very strong presumption in
favour of the rights af the dominaion in con-
nection wibh that canal. There is a recog-
nition of this in the fact that certain rentai
payments ame being made ta tahe Dominion
gaverument ta the presesit day.

Then there is the other aspect oi the ques-
tion. The St. Lawrence river is a navigable
straam; it is proposed ta make it part of an


