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no formai xiesolutions, I amn able to say that
the Bill has been the subject of a great deal
of thought by honourable memibers of this
House; and it is proper tihait such should be
the case. With these rernarks I arn content
thaV the Bill should paes at once as lhid
before us.

There is, iiowev'er, one further rernark th&t
mayr fot be out of place. 1 look forward in
anather Session or two, to. the time when we
may tre.t the Sýipplýy Bill in a fashion some-
what different frorn the wia.y we have ýtreated
it in the past. It cornes before us in a solid
block. That difficulty la of course palbâted
by the fact tthat, tas I hiavP eilready stated,
the Bill has been the subj ect of a gooci deal
of individual consideration. In another part
&f tihe world there is a praotioe which we
have flot yet a.dopted, namnely, that of sending
the Supply Bill back ito the House of Com-
mons for reconsideration. lu -the Australian
constitution, which precludes the Senate from
âmending the Stipply Bill, there is a cl-ause
providing thait, although the Seniate rnay not
aliter the Bill, it mey senci it back to the
Lower House with the requet to reconsider
tihe items. That anethod has only the effeet
of provoking friendly discussion, fer, afiter ali,
the Senate caiuvt interfere, with tihe SUpplY
Bill if the Governmenft 'insista on iV. 1t .might
be practicSble to have our Supply Bill corne
up to us ia sections. Take for example the
Departrnent of Riailws.ys, or the Post Office:
thât would flot be too big a subi ect for this
flouse to deal with at one time. If the
estimates carne before us secition by section,
insteaci of ail corn4ng togeth-er, we anight con-
emtrate our efforts upon ea.ch section. I re-
memiber the man who coinplained that his
rnater was in -the habit of Vhrowing the yearly
statuties at him: he scid he did nàt minci that
at a&l, but when. he took to throwing at him
the consolidated stâtutes, lie objeeted.

-Pight Hon. Mr. ýGRAHAM: It wus toa big
a load.

Hon. Mr. ROSS: I feel the same way
about the Supply Bill. If it were sent up Vo
us piece by piece we coulci deal with it more
gatisfactoriiy, but when we receive the con-
solidateci Supply Bill it almost frightens one
to look at it or attempt Vo say anything
about it. The future will Vake care of îtself,
but I think that, without our Constitution
l4eing changed at ail, there la room for a
1 ttIe friendly interchange of views between
thia House and the other, and if that method
*Ore adopted the complaint made here that
the work la deferred until laVe in the Session
and la then dumped on us in one mass would

be obviateci. Furtherrnore, that interchange
of views would be, I believe, an acivantage
to the country.

That is ail I have to say at present with
regard to the Supply Bill. I hope that when
we nicet next year we shall be able to con-
gratulate ourselves upon Canada having haci
in 1928, la the fieldi, the forest, the mine and
the factory, a prosperous and splendid year.

Right Hon. GEORGE P. GRAHAM: Hon-
ourable gentlemen, there is a good deal to
think about in what -the honourable Leader
on the other side of the House has saici. I
want to addc a suggestion that I think cornes
within the four cornera of the Supply Bill.
ln the city of Montreal the C.N.R. has ex-
pended considerable money andi contemplates
expending many millions more for the creation
of new terminaIs, particularly, 1 thinli, for the
passenger traffie of that railway. This is
esseatial, because the traffie requires iV. It
is necessary for the safety of the public, and
it must be done in order to carry out an
order of the Board of Railway Commis-
sioners, particuiarly along the line of the
elimination of many level crossings. The
C.P.R., with lits very rapidly increasing traffic,
will soon have to make an improvement or
enlargement of its facilities. The suggestion
I have to make to the Covernment, the Can-
adian National andi the C.P.R. is this, that
iV is noV too late for representatives of the
two latter to sit arounci a table together andi
discuss the possibilty-yes, the advisability-
of creating la the great city of Montreal a
central union station for aIl outgoing andi ail
incoming passenger traffic. This is according
to modern railway activity. IV is almost
necessary for the city of Montreal, it would
be a great boon Vo, Vhe travelling public, from
Europe as well as from other parts of Can-

ada, and to rny mmnd it would he an economy
for the two railways.

The motion was agreeci Vo, and the Bill
was read the second time.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the third
reading of the Bill.

Re saici: Honourable gentlemen, may I
take occasion to say that the surprise ex-
pressed by some honourable niember of the
Senate at the length of our first adjourament
and the curtailment of the work of thie
House has noV been justfed. I saici at the
time that I thought we shoulci have plenty
of time to cope with ail the work and that
before prorogation we shoulci be awaiting the


