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The Expenditure in [SENATE] Respect to Legislation.

identified has decried the Senate, charg-
ing this House with inefficiency and
extravagance—representing it as utterly
useless in the country. Time and again
have I seen such statements in the. Oppo-
sition press. All this is fully met by the
report that we have before us. Whether
those apartments now occupied by the

Usher of the Black Rod and the House-:

keeper should be taken depends on how
they are to be used. If they are to be
used by the House of Commons 1 am
opposed to it. We need more room on
this side for the accommodation of
members of the Senate,

Hox. Mr. MILLER—The report pro-
vides that our rooms shall be under the
control of the Contingencies Committee of
our House.

Ho~. Mr. KAULBACH—Then it is all
right,

Hon. MrR. DEVER—The committee cer-
tainly emanated, not from the Govern-
ment or supporters of the Government,
but from the Opposition. I believe the
Opposition have been making it a stand-
ing subject for their speeches. We find
that the leaders of the Opposition are per-
petually carping at the Senate, and their
organs follow the same policy. If there
is a feeling in this country against the
Senate I think it comes with a bad grace
from the leader of the Opposition to state
that that feeling originated with the Gov-
ernment or its supporters. On the con-
trary, I assert here, as far as my know-
ledge goes, that it is caused by the
continual attacks upon the Senate which
are made by the leaders of the Opposition
and their organs,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I said that the com-
mittee originated with the Government.

Hon. Me. DEVER—The argument of
the hon. gentleman was that the Govern-
ment and the country are opposed to the
Senate. I say, if there is any opposition
shown by the country, or any part of it, to
the Senate, we have to thank the Opposi-

tion leadersin Parliament and their organs |

for it. Whenever they want a subject for
discussion they always make an attack

upon the Senate, and to that cause we may > )
attribute any unpopularity of which we |gave particular attention to every sugg®

may be the subject.
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH.

Hox. Mr. VIDAL—T do not propose 0
go into a discussson of the report now;
but the remarks which have fallen from
the hon. member fromn Ottawa seem to me
to need some notice from a member of the
committee, as I was, having heard these
remarks and being satistied that they are
not founded upon fact. The origin of
this inquiry has been wrongly attributed
to the Government, as though there
was some design on their part and
on the part of the House of Commons
to encroach on the privileges of the
Senate. What are the facts of the case?

i1s it not a palpable fact that the attention

of the country and of the Government has
been called to the enormous increase 10
the expenditure for legixlation during tbe
past ten years? That single fact arrested
attention, What more proper or desivable
than that a committee should be appointed
to look into this matter, to sce whether 1t
was not practicable to reduce this expen-
diture? This was the sole motive and
intention, 1 believe, in forming a joint
committee to look into the subject. When
we met, so far from finding, on the part 0
members of the House of Commons, or the
Government, any desire to encroach on the
privileges of the Senate, I contend it was
entirely the reverse. It is quite true that
it was suggested to have one post office
for both Houses, one reading room an

one law clerk; but these suggestions were
not made with the intention or desire O
depriving this House of its privileges an

advantages, but to see whether it was
practicable or not. No sooner were the
views of the members of the Senateé
advanced than they were at once assented tO
and adopted. There was not the slightest
attempt made by the members of the
House of Commons to gainsay the argu-
ments brought by the members of the
Senate, but they were promptly accepted.
It was demonstrated that economy, dili-
gence and care had been exercised by the
Senate, and that it was impossible t0
lessen the expenditure by combining the
offices, as had been suggested. So far
from there being a desire to deprive the
Senate of its privileges, the thing wa8
discussed in the fairest, most equitable
and generous manner possible. I attended
every meeting, heard all that was said ab

{tion. Some of the suggestions came from



