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difled in such a wily as-to Proteet them-
selves. I arn not afraid of that. This
parliament does not abandon control. It is t
a protection in tbe rigbt direction to the
province. Lateiy we bave expressed our
opinion about provincial rlgbts, and una-i
nimously expressed ourseives in favour of
the protection of provincial rigbts when-
ever anythinfg invading tbem appears In
any Bill. The question seems to, bave
arisen agaîn. anil tliere seem to be ail
kinils of objections.

Hou. Mr. POWER-Inasmucb as a sort

of personal question lias arisen between
the lion. gentleman froîn De Salaberry and
mnyseif, perhaps the flouse wili ailow ine
to say a very few words. 1 did Dot say
tliat the lion. gentleman's statemnent with
respect to the promoters of tbe Bill was
incorrect. 1 biai very littie to do witli
the liroifloters of tic Biil. The hon. gentîe-
ia frnm De Salaberry bas such a persua-
sive Nvay that I can imagine hlm, in deal-
lng ivitiî the promoter of the Bill, persuad-
ing tbiat gentleman to adopt aimost any
view be chose to incuicate. My statement
is simply tbis ; and I feel 1 bave a perfect
right to make It: In my hearing the coun-
sel of tbe promoter expressed a strong ob-
jection to this clause, and, If my rnemory
does not fail me aitogether. be lntlmiated
that If this clause remained in the Bill,
the Bill would be of no use to, the coin-
pany. Tbat Is my remembrance of wbat
this learned counsel said. Wbether be
stated sometbing aitog-ether different to tue
bon. senator from De Salaberry, or not, I
do not say. I assume that he dld say some-
thîng different to, the hon. gentleman.

Hon. -Mr. ROSS (Middlesex)-Tbe object
of the hon. senator wmvo bas moved this
amendment Is to protect provincial rigbts,
a very laudabie object. The object of the
fifth clause of -the Bill, as stated by its
promoter Is to protect provincial rights.
On opposite sides then of this Bill, the mo-
tive is the saine. If clause 5 be stricken
out. tiien tbe jurisdiction of tlue province,
If ny, is nt large. It wili be subject to
sucb argument as migbt arise under the
Britisb North Amerîca Act. I tbink It
would probably remain. I do not kaow
tbat this House can oust the jurlsdictlon

of the province except by deciaring this
work to be a work for the general advan-
age of Canada. In that case the jurisdic-
tion of the province la ousted. There ls no
such provision in tbis Bill, and, therefore,
Iassume that any juristlietion of the pro-

vince would remain. The promoter of the
Bill says: 'I1 arn most anxious to protect the
riglits of the province and the provisions
of the 'fifth clause, so far as a clause can,
does protect the jurisdiction of the province.'
Wouid It flot be safer for us to accept this
Bill with some degree of certainty that the
jurisdictlon of the province would be pre-
serveil, and leave the question at large. That
is the f orm in which the argument seems to
crystallize itself to my mimd. By ail mens
iet tbis House do lts duty as it declared
it wvould last session, andl let us sec that
provincial riglits are protecteil. If at any
time there la doubt. let us rernove the doubt
as far as we cail hy iliierting .1 clause
simîlar to this, strouger if iieeessary ; but
at ail events show the country that, so
far as we couid, in a Bill la regard to
whichi there xvas any doubt, the Senate
would stand by the resolution of iast year,
and deciare In the form of the clause or
some other way, tbat It bRd the intereat
and the rights of tlue province ln view
and so stnted them. For that reason, I
arn disposed to vote against the arnend-
ment, believing that this declaration of
provincial rights, leavlng the Bill at large,
is better than It would be If the amend-
ment were adopted.

Hon. '-%r. DAVIS-I amn sorry I cannot
agree with the hon. gentleman from
Middlesex. It appears to me that this
question of provincial riglits bas been made
a football of.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--Ob,
no.

Hou. Mr. DAVIS-Well, to n certain
extent. It ail depends on wbose ox 1s
being gored. If It is proper that we
should proteet the rlgbts of the province, I
wouid suggest that some hon. gentleman
wbo lias this question at beart shouid ln-

troduce a Bill, calling It the Provincial
Rîgbts Act, or some other suitable naine,

on the Unes of clause 5 of this Bill. if


