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the laat mentioned Act of the said Parliament,
in so far as it relates to the Province of Mani-
toba, or of any other Act hereafter establishing
new Provinces in th. said Dominion, subject
always to the right of the Legislature of the
Province of Manitoba to alter from time to time
tke provisions of any law respecting the qualifi-
cation of electors and members of the Legisla-
tive Assembly, and to make laws respecting
elections in the said Province."
Now the third section only provided for
this Parliament altering the limits or ex-
tending the territories of the Province of
Manitoba, so that the expression did not
apply to this Bill. It seemed to him that
this was for the purposes of this Parlia-
ment a law-as it were of the Medes and
Persians-unalterable.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD was
understood to say that he concurred in the
opinion of the member for South Bruce.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said they
would simply take this stage to-day, and
look into the matter before Monday. The
objection would only apply to the first
section; there was no doubt as to their
power to deal with the second section.

Sir JOHN A. MACDUNALD said he
fancied that could be done because the
second section was quite consistent with
the original Manitoba Act. With the
understanding that the principle of the
Bill was not admitted this stage might
now be taken.

The Bill was tbpn read a second time.

,SUPREME COURT.

The order of the day was called for re-
suming the adjourned debate on the pro-
posed motion of Mr. FOURNIER that Mr.
SPEAKER leave the chair for House in
Com-mittee on Bill [No. 31] to establish a
Supreme Court and a Court of Exchequer
for the Dominion and the motion of Mr.
BABY in amendment thereto.

Mr. LANGLOIS said the doubte
which had been expressed as to the con-
stitutionality of some parts of this mea-
sure had not changed his opinion, which
continued te be that all the provisions of
the Bill were within our powers. The
clause on which the Bill was founded was
of such a general character that it bore no
exception but the exceptions that might
be created by our own legislation. The
words, "notwithstanding anything in this
Aet," certainly did not apply to any part
of the Dominion jurisdiction. They must
have been inserted for another purpose,
and that purpose must be to do away

Hoa. Mr. Biake.

with all exceptions which might be taker
to the jurisdictio3 of appeal in matters be-
longing to the jurisdiction of the Local
Parliaments. It was plain, therefore,that
we had a right to constitute a Court or
Appeal, notwithstanding anything in the
Act. The name of the court was given, it
was to be a General Court of Appeal, and
not a court of limitedjurisdiction. It was
to be a Court of Appeal from all judgments
that might be given in anyof the Provinces.
He had, therefore, no doubt as to the
legality of the jurisdiction of this Court of
Appeal in matters of a local nature, in
matters of local legislation, even in mat-
ters of Civil Law. But notwithstanding
any doubt which may be urged as to the
constitutionality of this court, there would
be no harm done in establishing it, because
immediately after it is established the
Government could at once submit to it
the questions raised as to the constitution-
ality of some parts of the Act, and the
court would be competent to decide them.
If, in their opinion, the court was con-
stitutionally created for all the purposes of
the Act, then the question would be
settled ; if, on the contrary, their opinion
was that it was unconstitutional in some
respects, then, perhaps, by next session of
Parliament, application could be made to
the Imperial Parliament for additional
powers. It had been urged that this court
would be a disadvantage to the Province
of Quebec, especially in cases to be decided
by the Civil Law. He admitted there
would be some disadvantage, that the Pro-
vince of Quebec would not be in the same
position before the Supreme Court as the
other Provinces, because the majority of
the Judges would not be familiar with
the French Civil Law. However, the
position of Quebec would be better with
this court than it is now. At present we
had the right of appeal to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, though
there was .in the Province of Quebec a
growing feeling in favor of abolishig it.
It was doubtful if at present a majority
could be obtained in the Local Parliament
-which was the proper tribunal to decide
the point-in favorof abolishing the appeal
to the Privy Council, but the opinion
against that appeal was gaining gTOund
every day in the Province of Quebec.
After the establishment of this Suprame
Court we,in the Province of Quebec,would
have the option of the appeals - to the
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Judicial Committee of the Privy Council Privy Council. When a case is sent to
or to the Supreme Court. He had no the Privy Council it is taken up by
doubt that nine-tenths-perhaps ninety- English barristers, who though no doubt
nine one-hundredths---<>f the cases appeal- men of ability cannot be expected
able to the Privy Council would be for the small fee that is allowed theni-
taken to the Supreme court. So that seldom exceeding £1 50 sterling- to
without any enactment abolishing appeal became as familiar with the case as the
to the Privy Council the result would be Canadian Comiisel who bas followed it
nearly the same as if such an enactment is through all the courts. On the other hand,
made. One reason for such a course being before the Supreme Court the plealer has
adopted would be that the expense would the advantage of a couicil familiar with
be much less. The cost of appeal to the the case from the begimning. In this
Privy Council was never less than $4,000 connection lie begged to express the hope
whereas the cost of an appeal te the that the Bill would be so amended as to
Supreme Court would probably not exceed do away with any formiiality with respect
$1,000. Aside from the advantage of this to pleading before the court, such as
court in point of expense, there were other requiring barristers to be enrolled and to
advantages which lie could point out. The pay a fee, especially, as Canadian barristers
court would have at least two Judges are allowed to appeor tre the Privv
versed in the French Civil Law. The Council without even a certificate of
hon. member for Montmagny had stated, identity. He had no dub t that the adi-
as an objection to this court, that a case vantage of being hetud biy Canadian Coun-
might arise in which three Judges, from sel before this Court would more thanî
other Provinces would reverse the judg- compensate far any cf its disadvantages.
ment of the Quebec Court of Appeals even He had another suggestin to make in the
though unanimously rendered, and con- direction of an amenet to the Bill.
trary to the opinion of the two Quebec and that was that the appeal to this court
Judges in the Supreme Court. Such a should be made final, s-i that, while the
case if it really happened would certainly appellant w-ould have the option of taking
be one of extreme hardship, andifit was at his case either to the Supreme Court or
al probable it should be providedagainst. the Privy Council, yet if lie chose to take
But was it at all probable'? He thought it to the Supreme Court lie should not
not. On the contrary lie thought that in afterwards have the right to take it again
cases involving the French Civil Law the to the Privy Council. Of course, we could
Judges from the other Provinces would be not take away the right of appeal to the
inclined te defer to the opinions of the foot of the Throne by prerogative, but such
two Quebec Judges. But if such cases as appeals had almost fallen into disuse. In
the one referred to were thought to be the district of Quebec he knew of only one
probable they mnight be provided against appeal of that kind within the last thirty
by an amendment to the effect that in such years, while there had been about twenty
cases the judgment of the Quebec Court of appeals every year under the Statute. It
Appeal should stand confirmed. But the had been said that this Parliament could
danger adverted to was greater in regard not take away the riglt of appeal to the
to the appeal to the Privy Council, as was Judicial Committee of the Privy Councii.
apparent from a recent case. He referred To his mind that question admitted of no
to the GumionD case. In that case the doubt, although the member for Hamilton
decision of eight Judges out of nine in the had given notice of au amendment to
Province of Quebec was reversed by the abolish that right. In his judgment that
Privy Council on questions involving not was a question for the Local Parliaments.
Only Givil Law which was very difficult The statutory right of appeal to the
for the English Judges to understand but Privy Council originated by the ordinance

rlesiaatcal Law as well-that is, the of 1777 passed by the Governor and Leg-
old Ecclesiastical Law as it stood in islative Council of the then Province of
France before 1663. Such a case might Quebec which included both Lpper and
justify a repeal of the legislation which Lower Canada. He did not know how
aithorised a appeal te the Privy Council. far that ordinance had been continued by
Ther e w a another advantage to be derived Upper Canada, but in Lower Canada it
freom this court as compared with the was repeated by the Statute of 1793 and

Mr. Langlois
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also by the Judicature Act of LAFONTAINE
passed in 1849, and of course it was in-
troduced into the Quebec Code of Proce-
dure. The statutory riglit of appeal to the
Privy Council existed only under that
law, and it could only be repealed by the
Local Legislature. There was no Im-
periallegislation on the subject, save the
establishment of the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council, which was of very
ancient date. He had made reference to a
small book of practice before the Judicial
Committee and he found from this book
that appeals from Upper and Lower
Canada were founded upon the statutes of
these Provinces. There was no Imperial
legislation, and therefore the repeal of
those statutes would do away with the
right of appeal. With respect to cases in-
volvmig Commercial Law and Criminal
Law the advantages of this court would
manifestly be very great. He had no
doubt that the people of Quebec were
wiling to have their Commercial Law as-
similatec entirelv to that of the other Pro-
vinces. It would be a great advantage to
have a uniform law and uniform decisions
on matters of trade and commerce through-
out the whole Dominion, At present we
lad different decisions on the same law in
different Provinces-on the Insolvency,
Law for instance. The effect of the Su-
preme Court would be to establish a uni-
form j urisprudence in commercial and
criminal matters all over the Dominion,
which would be a great advantage.
The member for Bagot had asked who had
demanded for the establishment of this
court. In his (Mr. LANGLOIS') opinion the
Province of Quebec had need of such a
court, and in proof of that he instanced
the case of BELISLE vs. L'Union St.
Joseph, which was appealed to the
Privy Council . at the expense
of the Government of Quebec.
As to the objection that the people had
not petitioied for this court, he thought
the people had a right to expect that mem-
bers of Parliament knew what was needed
in the interests of the country without
being specially informed of it. The
measure had been before the House for
several years, and he believed there was a
general desire that the court should, be
established. A considerable part of our
legislation, Federal as well as Provincial,
was unconstitutional, and some day or
other the evil effects of such legislation
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would become apparent. It had been
said that the Judges of this court would
have very little to do for a few years, but
he thought they might very well be em-
ployed in correcting unconstitutional legis
lation. - A special commission might be
appointed to revise legislation and collect
all those statutes, Federal and Local, res-
pecting which there were doubts as to
their constitutionality. Upon the reception
of the report of this commission by the
Governor in Council, cases might be sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court covering the
constitutional points in those statutes, and
the result would be the expunging of
unconstitutional legislation from our
Statutes Book.

Mr. LAFLAMME said he concurred
in most of the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for Montmorency, and he sympathized
with the expressions of the hon. members
for Joliette and Bagot ; but he was sur-
prised that their feelings of alarm at the
danger to which Lower Canadian institu-
tions were exposed by the passing of the
Bill did not arise sooner. For eight years
this measure had been threatened on
Lower Canada, and not a voice was ever
heard against its passage; when the pro-
vision for the establishment of a General
Court of Appeal was placed in the Consti-
tutional Act, there was not a murmur
from hon. gentlemen opposite. There
miglit be doutts, would he had no hesita-
tion in saying these were doubts as to the
proper interpretation of clause 101; but
he believed the interpretation given by
fhe hon. member for Montmorency was
satisfactory. This was one of the many
experiences which they had lately had, in
this very session, of the hurried way ln
which the Confederation Act was passed,
that it was not prepared to meet the abso-
late wants of the country, but made for
the wants of a party. The question of the
Sebool Law had been brought before Par-
liament, and hon. gentlemen oppost®
would remember when the Confederation
Act was brought before the public Of
Lower Canada a strong feeling was
expressed against it. They desired to be
allowed time in which to examine the pro-
posai submitted by the framers of the con-
stitution, in order to ascertain its bearng
on the institutions of Lower Canada. But
the people were debarred from doing s'
and were accused of being disordrly and
revolutionary ; and the men 'w-ho nmade -
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those charges were themselves attempting
to carry out, and did carry out the great-
est revolution the Lower Canadians ever
experienced without even obtaining the
voice of the people upon it. If hon. gen-
tlemen opposite had been careful of the
interests of their co-religionists at that
time, they would have been saved from
the consequences of that School Law, from
which they sought now to obtain redress.
But those gentlemen thought then more of
the existence of their party, than of the
interests of their household gods. He
would also call attention to the indifference
exhibited by those gentlemen to the inter-
este of Lower Canada since then, when on
the Federal Act of Insolvency being passed
the people of that Province understood it
would apply only to commercial insol-
vency. But it was passed without oppo-
sition, and to-day it was apparent that Par-
liament under the pretence of glealine with
regular insolvency could attack the founda-
tions of most of the institutions of Lower
Canada. And so again, to-day, with
respect to the Supreme Federal Court.
How did it occur, he would ask hon.
members opposite, that the hon. member
for Bagot never raised his voice, although
he was very prolific in passing enconiums
on the Confederation Act, to call the
attention of the people of the Province of
Quebec to the danger that would arise
from the creation of a Federal Supreme
Court, notwithstanding the fact that bis
leaders at that time, men whose orders he
Seuld not resist, had declared that the
intention of the framers of the Consti-
tutional Act was to establish for the whole
Dominion of Canada a Court of Appeal.
He maintained there was an absolute
necessity for such a court. It was indis-
pensable. If we were to have a Confeder-
ation in the full and best sense of the
term, we must have a Federal Court.
Speaking for the people of his own Pro-
vince, he was aware that every one of
themn knew there were many obnoxious
Acts of the Provincial Legislature, and
Probably not a few of the Acts of the
Federal Parliament, which might be
arrested before they went into operation
and made absolutely null if there was a
Supreme Court to examine and declare
whether or not such laws were constitu-
tiOnal or otherwise. lUnless this Court
Were formed, and formed soon, there was a
Ma of trouble and numberless difficulties

Xr. Laflamme.

in store for us. There was no other mode
of settling difficulties of this nature than
the establishment of a Supreme Court.
Hon. members opposite had stated that
there was no necessity for the court and
that no one demanded it. On the con-
trary, so well agreed were all parties that
such a court was requisite that a Bill for
its establishment had been promised the
country ever since Confederation. There
had scarcely been since that period, a
session of Parliament when statements in
regard to the subject were not contained
in the Speech from the Throne, and the
people had been anxiously awaiting the
formation of the court to bring before it
questions of the greatest importance. As
to the danger of its not having sufficient
business to transact, he believed that the
question would be rather whether there
were sufficient rJudges for the work. As
to the allegation that the court would be
perfectly useless so far as the Province of
Quebec was concerned, its peculiar insti-
tutions were undoubtedly threatened with
danger when cases were decided by a
tribunal most of whom were ignorant of
the laws of Lower Canada, and he would
oppose the Bill if he were not convinced
that its passage would have the effect of
abolishing appeals to the Privy Council.
Ie would certainly have taken that step

if the effect of establishing that court
would not be to abolish those appeals,
because it would be somewhat onerous to
a litigant to impose on hin the cost of
an additional appeal, and to take the
case from th e Supreme Court to the Privy
Council at a cost of one thousand or twelve
hundred guineas. The only safe way of
abolishing the appeal to the Privy Coun-
cil was by establishing a Supreme Court.
Was there any lawyer in Lower Canada
who would not prefer to have a case of
importance brought before a court of
justice where at least two of the Judges
would be conversant with the laws of
Quebec, tban have the case sent to a
tribunal where the Judges were entirely
ignorant of those laws I Was there
a Lower Canadian owning property who
would not prefer that any case relating to
property should be tried by a tribunal
where two Judges were perfectly con-
versant with the Real Estate Laws of
Quebec ; rather than by a court which
was entirely ignorant of those laws i That
was the question as regards the Province
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of Quebec. But some hon. members
argued that we could not abolish the right
of appeal to the Privy Couneil, and there
were some hon. members for Ontario,
especially the hon. member for Toronto
Centre, who pretended that this right of
appeal was a link binding us to Great
Britain, that if the right of appeal were
taken away it would weaken our connec-
tion with the Mother Country. He wished
to ask hon. members why, if the Federal
Parliament was fit to legislate on subjects
of vast importance connected with the
interests of this country, men could not
also be found able to interpret ouf laws.
If this Parliam'ent were called upon to
legislate for a country twenty times as
large as Great Britain, if we had men who
understood the interests and wants of this
country-men who were called upon every
day to make laws and modify those that
were already made-was it to be said that
we could not find within this broad
Dominion - extending, as we were fre-
quently told, from ocean to ocean-men
as competent to interpret our laws as the
arbitration in England ; for the Judges
of the Privy Council were after all only
arbitrators as between litigant parties.
As far as our Canadian laws were con-
cerned, those Judges did not know even
their elementary principle. He found
that a prejudice existed in the minds of
some Englishmen in regard to the appeal
to the foot of the Throne, and they thought
that by removing this right Parliament
would be deprivingthemof a privilege which
'was inherent to every British subject.
When he came, however, to read authori-
ties on this subject he found that during
no period-not even the PLANTAGENET

period-did an English King administer
justice, except through his Judges. It
was a well known fact that no English
King ever sat upon the judicial tribunal
except one,and he was advised by his Judges
not to express any opinionuponthe case. If
that were so the natural inference was
that the law was administered by English
Judges. Were Canadian Judges not Eng-
lish Judges 1 Did not our Judges alse
render justice in the name of HER MA-
JESTY, and were they not selected as
Judges were in England on account of
their capacity and ability to administer
the laws 1 If in England a British sub-
ject found justice at his own door, and if
there men were found, competent to un-

Mr Laflaimme.

derstand and administer the laws, why
should the people of Canada, who were
also British subjects, submit--for he called
it a submission-our Judges to the con-
tumely of being suspected of ignor-
ing the law ? Why should the
people have to appeal to the Judges of
what was practically a foreign country?
He did not say a foreign country in a
political sense, but meant it in a judicial
sense. If the position of the people of
Ontario and Quebec were reversed, that
appeal to the Privy Council would have
long since been abolishcd. It was ad-
mitted that the law of Lower Canada was
different from that of the other Provinces,
there was not a man who had read the
pages of the Quebec law who was not
ready to admit that it was as different
from the Common Law of England as was
the Chinese law. Questions which some-
times embraced the whole system of the
law of Lower Canada were decided by
Judges who were only conversant with
the Common Law of England, and per-
chance the tribunal had the benefit of an
Equity Judge, though such was not abso-
lutely required. If the people of Ontario or
of any other Province in the Dominion-, ex-
cept Quebec, were called uponto subnit to
the Cour de Cassation in Paris, how long
would their temper permit such a state of
affairs to continue I And yet the people Of
Quebecoccupied a preciselysiniilar position.
But irrespective of the position occupied
by Quebec, there were paramount reasons
why in the interest of the whole Dominion
a Federal Supreme Court should be
established, because it would not be dis-
loyal to say that we are laying the founda-
tions of a great country and are preparmflg
to establish a nation in Canada. We are
preparing for the future. We have formed
laws which meet our wants and which
suit our peculiar circumstances, and those
laws were not and could not be the same
as those eo fngland ; and on a qWstion1 Of
interpretation, the judicial atmosphere in
which the English Judges lived was
different from that in which dwelt the

Judges who were born and brought uP
in Canada and were acquainted with the

wants of this country. AssurEdly there
were wide differences between the laws If
the English Provinces of the Dominion
which could not be so well &ppreciated by'
the Judges on the other side as in th
country. Unless we were prepared to s&Y
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that we could not find in Canada compe- solved by an immense majority in the Impe-
tent Judges to interprete our laws, we rial Parliament to abolish the appeal to the
were not bound to retain the appeal to House of Lords and to create a Supreme
the Privy Council. Supposing that the Court of Appeal, and in that statute the
creation of a Supreme Federal Court Privy Council is abolished also, and its
should not have the effect of immediately jurisdiction is transferred to this Supreme
abolishing the appeal to the Privy Council, Court of Judicature of England. Conse-
on whom would rest the responsability ' quently the appeal to the Privy Council
Under the Code of Lower Canada there will exist no more, even for the colonies.
was a right of appeal from the Court of We shall have to resort to this Supreme
Queen's Bench to the Committee of the Court of England, and if the Imperial
Privy Council given in all cases over £500 Parliament is competent, if it is a privilege
sterling. After the Bill now before the with the sanction of HER MAJESTY, who
House had become law, the responsibility iabandons her prerogative on that subject,
of retaining that right of appeal would to substitute a Supreme Court for an
rest entirely upon the Local Legislature. appeal to the House of Lords-whiy should
He did not, however, believe it would be not we, with the sanction of HER MAJESTY
retained during a single session; but to this Bih, be entitled to establish a Court
expected that, when the Supreme Court was of Appeal Nvbich would meet ail the
created, the Provincial Legislature of requirements of this Dominion. This
Quebec would withdraw that right. was the benefit whiclî the Bil pro-
He found that in England, notwithstand posed to confer pon the inhabitants
ing the right to appeal to the Privy of this Dominion. Even before this Bil
Council and notwithstanding that this in England the procedure of appeal to the
was reserved by the original Act givin t Privy Concil was regulated by statute
the first Constitution in the Province of its jurisdiction was defined and limited by
Quebec. Although it was reserved abso- statute. Consequently everything could
lutely, they had always admitted the right be done by statute in England, and as we
of restricting this appeal and attaching to are a branch of the British Empire, we
it any conditions the colonies might think should certainly have the same privilege
proper to establish. The origin of this as they have, provided we do not invade
Bill was well explained in all the English the prerogative of HER MAJESTY, or that
law books. It was nothing but a dis- she condescends to abandon her prerogative
memberment of the high court of Parlia- in favor of her subjects in America. He
ment. It was the House of Lords who thought from the peculiar disposition of
had this jurisdiction, and they, in olden the Province of Quebec that an amend-
times, established a separate committee, ment should be introduced in order to
the tryers as they were called, to deter- meet the objection which had been raised
mine all cases which came from France, by some hon. gentlemen on the opposite
that is, the Provinces which were then side-that is, when two of the Quebec
under the Dominion of England, such as Courts would be unanimous in an opinion
Normandy and Brittany. This was con- as to judgment to be rendered, that except
tinued and reserved afterwards to the in commercial questions there should be
Channel Islands. As a sort of favor, it no appeal to the Supreme Court. As the
'was afterwards extended to the planta- hon. member for Montmorency remarked
tions, because it was understood they had there was no difference in the principle of
lot competent Judges to administer the the commerce wbich regulates the Pro-
laws of England. As there might have vince of Quebec to that of the British
ben great interests at stake, they reserved Empire, and everything tends to bring
this right to appeal to Ls MAJESTY in his about an assimilation of laws throughout
IPrivy Council. But it is nothing but a the world. Consequently there could be
sort of branch of the original jurisdiction no objection, and it would be a great
of the House of Lords, and in England, no benefit to have this court to adjudicate
later than last year, they thought proper, upon every question of commercial law.
notwithstanding the great attachment to Moreover, on all questions of bankruptcy
their institutions, notwithstanding the ven- and insolvency, and, also in cases of cor-
er&t[on they had for the jurisdiction of the porations, it would be well to have the
H1ouse of Lords, after a long debate they re- decisions of this court. In order to avoid

Mr. Lafamn.
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a great objection which miglit rise in the
opinion of some hon. gentleman from
Lower Canada, by establishing this pro-
viso, that when two or three courts in
Lower Canada should have been called
upon to decide cases, and should settle
them unanimously, he would ask, in that
case, there should be no appeal; but when
one court should have given a different
opinion, or the Court of Appeal might
have been divided. then there should be
an appeal to the Supreme Court. This
would give to the people of Quebec every
guarantee possible or desirable, because
then they would have two or three, and
sometimes four Judges of the Lower Court
concurring with Judges of the Supreine
,Court; and this would certainly secure
the maintenance, and would prevent the
invasion of the principle of their law. He
believed that this amendment, if assented
to by the Minister of Justice, would be
accepted with great favor by the people of
Lower Canada. He believed that the
character of the men who sbould be select-
ed for this Court must necessarily be such
that we would have no reason to regret
their comparison with the hon. Lords who
Bit in the Privy Council. He believed
there were men in this House, on both
sides of it, who were equal to these hon.
Lords. He had witnesed the deliber-
:stions of the Privy Council, and he had
argued cases before them. Perhaps he
had not sufficient occasion to appreciate
their merits. He acknowledged they were
great men, superior men, but he was not
willing to admit there were not as good
and great men in this country. When
we should have a court composed of our
fellow citizens, he thought it would be
better prepared to understand the peculiar-
ities of the Quebec Law and to give an
opinion. They would be always at hand
to state the laws and better able to apply
them than in the case of the Privy Coun-
cil, where they had the whole universe
almost to judge. Tley had to judge not
only French Law, but Spanish, Dutch
and Hindoo Law. They were called upon
sometimes, in the same day, to decide
three or four cases in law, and these of a
variegated description. He understood if
this Supreme Court was to regulate and
definitely settle all the questions which
involved the interests of Lower Canada,
that Province was entitled to two of the
six Judges. With those two Judges who

Mr. Lafßamme.

would be, he was certain, mon of the
highest position, and against whose integ.
rity no one could raise suspicion, the pro-
vision would have more and better safe.
guards than under the present system.

It being six o'clock the SPEAKER left
the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Mr. O-UIMET said that the Bill now
before the louse was of very great impor-
tance inasmuch as it involved constitutional
questions of some magnitude, and created
an entîrely new judicial system. He
understood that this Bill involved serious
encroachments on the Provincial privileges
that were secured to Quebec by theBritish
North America Act. He was very much
astonished to see that this Superior Court
Bill was being forced upon the House by
the very men who used to be most
strenously opposed to it when they were in
opposition. le ventured to say that this
measure brouglit with it a great constitu-
tional change in our system, and that part
of it, at any rate, was unconstitutional
inasmuch as it was contrary to the spirit
and letter of the British North America
Act. This Bill was based upon the 101st
Clause of that Act, which said that the
Parliament may,notwithstanding anything
in this Act, from time to time, provide for
the constitution, maintenance and organ-
ization of any additional courts for the
better administration of the laws ofCanada.
He (Mr. OUIMET) held that this term,
" Court of Appeal of Canada," must be
read together with the tollowing words
" and generally courts for the better
administration of the laws of Canada."
What confirmed him in this opinion was
that in the construction of the-Statute be
taken the general meaning of the Act. Re
referred to Clauses 91 and 92 where the
powers of the different Legislatures were
defined. If this 101st Clause were iter-
preted to justify this Bill, it would give to
the Superior Court an appelate jurisdiction
in matters connected with civil procedure,
and destroy the whole meaning of the
Clauses 91 and 92. The 91st Clause
declares that "L It shall be lawful for the
QUEEN with the advice and consent of the
Senate and House of Commons, to nake
laws for the peace and order and good
government of Canada in relation
to all matters not comning witbi
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the class of subjects reserved to the
various Provincial Legislatures." And
in the 92nd clause, amongst these excluded
subjects, under the 13th section, are pro-

perty and civil rights in the Provinces,
and the administration of Justice, includ-
ing the constitution, maintenance and or-
ganization of the Provincial Courts both of
civil and criminal jurisdiction, and includ-
ing proceedings in criminal matters in
those courts. When he saw this Parlia-
ment dealing with precisely those matters
exclusively reserved to the jurisdiction of
the Provincial Legislatures, he could not
resist coming to the conclusion that it was
an encroachment on the rights and privi-
leges secured* to the Provinces by the
British North America Act. These
clauses providing for the establishment of
a General Court of Appeal said that the
Dominion Parliament might establish a
Court of Appeal for the better administra-
tion of the Laws of Canada from time to
time, or as it appeared by the French
translation, when there was need for it.
le thought that the Provinces did not
now need that legislation-they did not
require this Court of Appeal. It was
intended that this court should be com-
posed of seven Judges, two of whom
would be chosen by the Province of Que-
bec. Now, every one knew that there
were special laws in that Province-spe-
cial usages, of which the people of the
other Provinces were entirely ignorant ;
and no doubt a great many of the Provin-
cial Laws of other Provinces were also pecu-
liar to themselves. In Quebec, as else-
where, there were tribunals of original
jurisdiction, and tribunals of appellate jur-
isdiction. In Quebec they had after the
Superior Court the Court of Review, or
Superior Court sitting in review. Then
there was the Queen's Bencli sitting in re-
view. In this court the first Judges could
sit in the same cases. Thus it would be
Seen there were nine Judges pronouncing
upon the same question, and lie contended
that the feeling in the Province of Quebec
has been to restrict that power of appeal.
Iu Quebec lately the Local Legislature
had restricted the right of the intermediate
jurisdiction of the Court of Review be-
cause it was ruinous for litigants, yet here
they were called upon to establish a new
court giving a new appellate jurisdiction.
When the people would have gone through
the Superior Court and Court of Review,

Mr. Ouinet.

and through the Queen's Bench in appeal,
they would be able still to come before the
Supreme Court and after that would be at
liberty to go to the Judicial Committee Of
the Privy Council thus being subject to
four or five separate jurisdictions ; and he
held that a party who had gone through
all these courts must be either a
very rich man, or he would be ruined be
fore the case came back from England.
He would deal with the arguments
employed by the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier. In the first place the hon. mem-
ber had contended that the Supreme Court
would put an end to the appeal to the
Privy Council. He (Mr. OUmmr) did
not see how that could be done. It might
be restricted, and he thought the Pro-
vincial Legislatures could effect that. At
present an appeal could not be taken for
less than £500, or $2,000. If in Quebec
they were dissatisfied with that state of
things, he would venture to say the Local
Legislature might fix the amount at say
£5,000 or £10,000, which would render
the right of appeal nearly useless. But no
such demand had been made on the Que-
bec Legislature. He objected to the
Supreme Court having jurisdiction in civil
matters because Quebec would be repre-
sented in that court by only two Judges,
and when they should agree upon a deci-
sion it would be confirmed. Now, there
was no necessity for an appeal before a
court of two Judges only, when there
were five Judges in Lower Canada. No
one would venture to judge the qualifica-
tion of Judges by the name of the court
to which they belonged. No one would
venture to say that Judges of Superior
Courts were not equal in a great many
instances to the Judges of the Court of
Queen's Bench. The louse was aware
that some Judges of the Superior Court in
Lower Canada had refused to accept an
appointment to the Court of Queen's
Bench, and it was not to be supposed that
there would be greater intelligence, or
knowledge of the law in the Appeal Court,
but there would be a greater number of
Judges, and five Judges would understand
the law better than one could. He knew
of one case having been decided in t court
below by one Judge, in favor of the defen-
Lant. The case went to review, and the
court decided unanimously again in favor
of the defendant, and when the case was
appealed before five Judges, three of them
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decided in favor of the plaintiff, reversing
the judgment of six other gentlemen of
equal capacity, and the defendant was
obliged to comply with that judgment.
So it would appear, there was no need of
multiplying the appeal jurisdiction in any
way. There was no guarantee that the
rights of Quebec would be preserved in
this Supreme Court. There would be
only two Judges presumed to have a per-
fect knowledge of the laws and usages of
that Province, and although lie was satis-
fied the Government would appoint the
ablest men in the Dominion, the
people would have no better con-
fidence in that Court than in
the Provincial tribunal. The argument
of the hon. member for Jacques Carter
that there would be better justice admin-
istered by this court than by the Privy
Council was no reason why the Supreme
Court should be given jurisdiction in civil
matters. The Bill was unconstitutional
and encroached on the rights of Quebec.
By the 12th clause it was provided that
appeals might be taken from the judge-
ment of the Provincial Courts whether of
original or appellate jurisdiction. So in
civil matters they would be obliged to go
before a tribunal essentially ignorant of
the laws and usages of Quebec, for, as every
one knew, the theory of law was not
sufficient for a Judge to give confidence to
an appellant. A man might be versed in
the theory of law, and yet in applying it
where principles were so conflicting, prac-
tice was necessary. In Quebec an advo-
cate must have ten years' practice before
he can be a Judge. The Judges from the
other Provinces might have the finest
intelligence and the best talent possible
and yet not give such satisfaction to the
people of Quebec as their own judiciary.
The92nd clause of the British North Amer-
ica Act, provided that Quebec shall have
the exclusive right to deal with civil
rights in that Province, and it was clear
that thisBillwasunconstitutional inasmuch
as it comprised an old system of civil pro-
cedure, and an old system on the exe-
cution of judgement in civil matters. He
spoke for the Province of Quebec though
he did not intend to speak from a personal
point of view. He understood al the
other Provinces had just ithe same
reasons that Quebec had against giving
to themiselves appellant jurisdiction in
such matters. The hon. member

Mr. Ouimet.

for Jacques Carter thoughi there was
no reason to complain of this law. It was
the fault of the British North America
Act, and that Act had been drafted or
enacted only for party purposes, and to
help the party to remain in power. This
reason was bad, because if the hon.
member ventured to say that the principle
laid down in our constitution was bad, he
must agree that he ought to have pre-
vented that Act from being put into force.
If it was bad in itself, as hon. members on
the other side contended, why did they at
the sane time want to force its meaning
to the most extreme point by enacting a
law that might be prejudicial to the Pro.
vinces. The hon. member, had, also,
remarked that it was strange to see mem-
bers in the Opposition side of the House
complain of this Bill when it had been
brought before the House several times
by the late Government, Now, lie (Mr.
OUmurT was not aware that the Bill had
ever been discussed before in this
House, and he could assert from personal
knowledge that if it had not been pressed
on this louse before this session, it was
on account of the strong doubts raised in
the mind of itsauthor, anditwas especially
on account of the strong pressure brought
to bear on the late Government by hon.
gentlemen who were now in the Opposi-
tion. If it was not pressed last year, it
was in consequence of the strong antip-
athy which a great many Quebec mem-
bers, who supported the Minister, felt
towards it. low was it that they
changed their opinions so soo1 n 11oW

was it they now came to sustain a change
they had every reason to oppose at
the time it was introduced by the late
Government, and when it was brought Up
again by this Government last session?
As the Bill proposed to make such se-
rious encroachments on the rights of the
Province, of Quebec, lie hoped the lion.
Minister of Justice would not press it this
session, unless he chose to remove froin
the Bill appellate jurisdiction in civil
matters.

Mr. TASCHEREAU stated in replY to
the hon. member for Laval that in 1869
the Supreme Court measure was fist
brought before the notice of Parlisment,
on which occasion the Bl was merely in-
troduced and there was not a word of
discussion on it. In 1870 the subject of
establishing a Supreme Court was uen-
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tioned in the Speech from the Throne and
a Bill in regard thereto was introduced
by the hon. member for Kingston. There
was again no discussion in the House ; a
few remarks, only, being made, merely of
an interrogatory character by the hon.
member for South Bruce and the hon.
member for Cardwell, then representing
Peel. The subject was again referred to
in the Speech from the Throne last year.
But a Bill thereon was never prepared by
the Government, and therefore could have
been withdrawn on account of pressure
brought to bear by hon. members in the
House. On a previous evening he had
objected to several details of the measure
which he theught prejudicial to the Pro-
vince of Quebec, and he intended when in
Committee of the Whole, or when concur-
rence was taken, to move an amendment
in order to express his views ; but on that
occasion he had not opposed the principle
of the Bill and did not oppose it now. Ie
would vote against the amendment of the
hon. member for Joliette.

The amendment was negatived on the
following division :-

YEAS:

Baby,
Bèchard,
Bernier,
Bourassa,
Caron,
Cheval,
Cimon,
Coupal,
Cuthbert,
Dugas,
Gaudet,
larwood,

Hurteau,
Macmillan,

Appleby,
Aylmer,
Bain,
Barthe,
Bertram,
Biggar,
Blackburn,
Blain
Blake,
Borden,
Borron,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Brouse,
Brown,
Burk,
Burpee (St. John),

Mr. Taschereau.

Messieurs

McCallun,
McQuade,
Masson,
Monteith,
Montplaisir,
Mousseau,
Ouimet,
Pinsonneault,
Platt,
Rouleau,
Rymal,
Scatcherd,
Wallace (Norfolk),
White-28,

MNAYs :

Messieurs

Lajoie,
Landerkin,
Langlois,
Laurier,
Little,
Macdonald (Cornwall),
Macdonald (Kingston),
McDonald(CapeBreton),
MacDonnell (Inveriess),
Macdougall (Elgin),
McDougal(ThreeRiver8)
MacKay (6ape Breton),
McKay (Colehester),
Mackenzie, (Lambton),
Maclennan,
McCraney,
McGregor,

Burpee (Sunbury),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Cauchon,
Church,
Cockburn
Colby,
Cook,
Costigan,
Cunninghath,
Currier,
Davies,
Delorme,
De St. Georgee,
Devlin,
Dymond,
Ferris,
Fiset,
Fleming,
Flynn,
Forbes,
Fournier,
Fraser,
Frechette,
Galbraith,
Geoffrion,
Gibson,
Gillies,
Gordon,
Goudge,
Hagar,
Higgmibotham,
Holton,
Huntington,
Irving,
Kerr,
Krik,
Laflamme,
Laird
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McIntyre,
McIsaac,
Metcalfe,
Mills,
Moffat,
Moss,
Norris,
Oliver,
Patersou,
Pelletier,
Perry,
Pettes,
Plumb,
Pouliot,
Power,
Pozer,
Richard,
Roohester,
Rose (Du'rham),
Ross (Mliddlesex),
Ross (Prince Edward),
Schultz,
Scriver,
Sinclair,
Skinner,
Smith (Peel),
Smith (Westimoreland),
Snider,
Stirton,
St. Jean,
Taschereau,
Thompson(Haldimand),
Tremblay,
Trow,
Tupper,
Vail,
Wood,
Wright (Pontiac),
Young-1l3.

Mr. OUIMET said that as he believed
appelate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court
should be limited to the laws enacted by
the Federal Parliament, he moved the
following amendment : - " That the
SPEAKER do not now leave the chair, and
as the passing of the Bill would have the
effect :-

1. " Of virtually depriving each Province, in
a very great proportion, of 'administration of
justice, the control of which is, by the Consti-
tution, reserved exclusively to the Local Legis-
latures and Governments, at least in so far as
relates to laiws respecting Property and Civil
Rights and Civil Procedure in each Prounce.

2. " Of removin that administration of
justice to judges 'indiscriminately' taken and
selected from 'the whole' of Canada, whereas
by the Federal compact the Judges of ' each'
Province (except the Province of Quebec) are to
be selected from the respective Bars of those
Provinces 'so long as' ther laws remain 'uncon-
solidated;' and as te the Province of Quebec,
in particular, its Judges are always tobe selected
from among the Members of the Bar of 'that
same Province.'

3. "0Of submitting the laws relating to ' pro-
perty,' to ' civil right' and to ' civil procedure '
in ie Province of Quebec, the causes and the
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fate of citizens of that Province to Judges, who, On the fifth case, respecting he
for the most part are strangers to their language, dence of Judges,
their manners, their usages and their customs,
to the origin of their codes and to the numerous Mr. MILLS asked what autherity this
commentators, thereon, and to the practice of Parliament had to establial any erder of
their Courts. precedence as between the Judges of the

4. " Of submitting and attributing to the said Provincial Courts and those of the SU-
Supreme Court the management and control
of matters which are ' not common' to the prem C r.
'whole' country. t

" Resolved that it is not expedient to have a udges of the Provincial Courts were
Court of Appelate Jurisdiction in cases involving officers of the Dominion Gevernrnent as
questions of property, civil rights and civil well as the Judges Of the Supreme Court.
procedure." Mr. MOSS pointed out that he B3I

lon. Mr. MACKENZIE asked if the did net provide wlat rank the Judges of
amendment was in order. the Court of Error and Appeal of Ontario

Mr. SPEAKER it was not exactly the would be entitled te.
same as that which had been previously Mr. MJLLS-It seems te me that we
moved because it did not go quite se far as should strike eut the clause.
the other amendment. But it was in the Mr. MOSS-That may be, but if we
nature of an instruction to the committee are te retain it we slould provide for
directing it te do what it had ample power those Judges.
to do, namely, to alter the character of Hon. Mr. BLAKE observed that if the
the Bill to a certain extent. Judges of the Supreme Court and cf the

Hon. Mr. BLAKE said the amendnent Provincial Courts were te come into con-
was eitlier intended as an instruction te tact, it miglit be worth while te settie the
the Committee or it was an attenpt te important question f which was to walk
defeat the whole Bill because a small in and out flrst, but it was net probable
portion of it was thought te be objection- they would ever cote in contact.
able. It was exactly the same objection Mr.MACLENNANsaidtihat aChiefJus-
that was taken te the objection by the tice of a Province who had precedece over
lion. maember for Joliette. The better the Pusine Judges of tlie Spreme Court
course for the hon. member te pursue was by virtue of the seniErity of his appoint-
net te press the amendment at thiJ stage, ment would tose that precedence by ap-
and thus stop the progress of the Bill pointment as one of tie iPusine Judges of
entirely, but te submit it aither wlen the the Supreme Court.
leuse was in comnuttee or i concurrence, Hon. Mr. BLAiKE saidithadbeendecided
and thus strike eut the clauses which gave that a Judge appointed under such cir-
the court power te deal witli subjeets cdimstances did net lose dis precedence.
within the jurisdiction of the Local Legis- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said
lature and Local Courts. By adopting that lie did net see any legal necessity
any other course tliehon. memMber would for this clause, but lie took it that socially
net obtain a correct expression of the the olOVRNOR as representative cf he
leuse fer ail the lion. members who were fountain of houer sit ould se it that the
in avrfa of t Supreme Court Bull would Judges of the highest courts lid their pro-
vote against it notwithstanding the fact per rank.
that some of them might be in favor of Hon. M. BLAKE-I think if we get
restricting the jurisdictin ef the court. the queston down te a social one it should

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL thougt disappear from an Act of Parliaent.
the liwn. member for South Bruce had put The clause was adopted. Aise he
the cse very correctly. Toe motion was sixth clause. On the seventh, the blanks
perfectly in order but it woe.d not have for the salaries of Judges were ofibled U
the effect intended by the oern le with $8,0 for the Chef Justice and
advised the hon. gentleman to subit his $7,000 for eadl of the Pusine Judges,
anendment at a subsequent stage . Mr. PALMER thougt the amount was

Mr. tUIMET with drew is amend- tee higB, and wold prefer te se the
ment. salary of the Chef Justice redued t

The liouse then went into Committee $7,OOO and tihtre oth $6,ooo. For a
on 'hie Bill (Mr. CÂGRAiN in the a iir). numpor of years the e Judges would have

he first four clauses wtere adopted. very littie te do, and if it was fund thatif
Mr. Ouimet.
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their duties were greater than anticipated the suggestion of the lion. nember for
the salaries could very easily be increased. West Toronto that prooedure should be

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD called simply by appeal.
attention to the fact that the House had Hon. Mr. BLAKE was also of a sirilai'
already adopted a resolution -fixing the opinion, le sugg a a s be
salaries at $8,000 and $7,000, and it was insertedto providethat ail matters,whether
not competent for the committee to change of appeal. or error, should be appealableibv
these amounts. On concurrence they way ef appeal simply, and that the words
inight be changed. proceedings in error" should be atrxck

Mr. PALMER said he did not propose out wherever tbev occur.
to move an amendment now, but merely Hon. Mr. FOURNIER nrcptKi the
to place his views before the Government. sugestion. and the clause acaoptcd.

Mr. SCATCHERD said the first pro- he words proceedings in erroî' "ere
position of the Government was to fix the struck eut of the 14th clause, and lt. was
salaries at the amount nentioned by the then adogted.
on. membeW for St. John, but it appeared The fifteenth clause was a oended on the

tat the policy of the overnment on that suggestion of Mr. K so as te provie
point was changed after the Bil had been that in the case of the a tsencf or illness bf
presented to the Iluse, aithougli lie had the Chief Justice eue of tîte other Judges
no recollection of any petition having been might convene the court.
presented to that efpct. The hon. mvm- On the sixteenth clause,
ber for St. Jon had spoken of the pro- Mr. II NG oved ib aippEoelabt
position of the late Government, but that "That no error or appeal shail be br dsglit
was a Conservative Government. This froi auy judwhre er t o rder of anv court
1Reform Goverument appeared to refor Honf any of the Provinces s pbsequent tothe
in the direction of increasing salaries, commencement of the said A ct to HEý

slthougli in doing so they had to change MAJEsTY in Council, but very decree
their deliberately formed poTicy. and order of ail courts of final resort witr-

Mr. PALMER said if lie had under- in the several Provinces in respect f iwas
stood that, lie wvould not have made the subject. matter or proceeding wherein 41 >

observations lie had made. le did not peal now lies fro i any such court t HER

see that it was necessar for a iRefore MAJEST in Con cil sha and ma he
Governiment to assert itself by increasing appealable to the Sul)reme Coud,-t 'le
salaries. said the object of this anendment was to

The clause was carried, as were also shut off appeals to the Priv Council
clauses 8, 9 and 10. froni any Provincial Court without the

The words "I of enolument" were in- case being first brought to the Supreme
serted after the word "office" in the 1 th Cou. tHe referred to the statutes of
clause, thus prohibitin g any Judge fro.i MILLIAM and of VICTOiA and'compared
holding any other office of emolument the with the Confederation Act te show
under the Government r n that Parliament had power to adopt the

The 2th and 3th clauses were amendment lie proposed.
adopted, five Judges being constituted a Hon. Mr. FOURNIE e said it wouid
quoug e neESTay to abrogate Provincial Laws

On the l4th clause, p in order to carry out the propositionof
Mr. MOSS asked wiether there was the hon. gentieian, and he was ot re-

stoo Pta, hnecessity retaining the pareu t t eal rnth that question nwr. It
orv ain the Act mproeedings Hi errr. might be a question for the Supreme

The proceeding that the ct contemplated Cou to decide whetier this Parliament

Wa. exceedingly simple. It was i reality could adopt such a proposition.
vappeal n every case. No writ of error Mr. MACKA (Cape Breton)supported

was provided for by the Act. the ameudmnent and argued that one great
lr. sPaLMER read ai amendment object of the court, namely, te obviate the
Tlach he proposed te move in concurrence, expense of appealing to the Privy Council

'I o)rder te provide that every case which would be defeated.
laus esw appealable te the Privy Council The amendient was lost, and the clause

sertd be appealable t the Supreme Coudt. adopte.
Sia JO NA. MACDONAL i approveda Hon. Mr. FOURNIE s agreed to.
quor. Palmeb.e

cOc
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amend the 17th clause by providing that pose of amending the Act 31 Vic., CL.
cases involving an amount of $500, in- 5à, so as to repeal the export duty on
stead of $1,000, might be appealed to the stave-bolts and oak logs.-Carried.
Supreme Court. The resolution was read the firat and

Mr. LAURIER moved in amendment: second times.
That in the Province of Quebec this see- Hon. Mr. CARTWRIGHT introduced
tion shall apply to all cases of Insolvency a Bill based on the resolutions, which was
oer Bankruptcy and all cases of a commer- read a first time.
eiaI nature and cases relating to the gen-
eral Laws of Canada and in other cases A PPOINTMENT OF HARbOR MASTERS.

-where mne of the inferior courts shall have Hon' Mr. SMITH moved the second
reîîdered a different judgment from that reading of Bill to amend the Act 36 Vie.,
of a higher court, or when ,the judgment Cap. 9, and 37 Vic., Cap. 34, respecting
in appeal in that Province shall be given the appointment of harber masters. He
unianimiously confirming or reversing such explained in reply to a question by Hon.
judgment. Mr. MITCHEEL, that the Bill empowered

Ion. Mr. FOUcRNIER suggested that the Government to supplement the re-
the amendment be placed upon the jour- muneration to harbor masters for extra
ma[s and it could be considered subsequent- duties imposed on them. It was not pro-
Jy.i-Ageed te. posed in this Bill to increase their sala-

M\r. MILLS gave notice that on con- ries, but to empower the Governient to
enrrence he would move an amendment to do so when it was deermed necessary or
the 17th clause to exclude appeals in cases advisable.
arising un-er Provincial Laws. Whuile he Hon. Mr. MITCHELL withdrew his
mwas anxious to see this court established objection to the Bill.
_as au Appeal Court for Canada, he did not Mr. MACDONNELL asked what had
d esire to see it hold control over the laws been done with regard to the placing of
-of the various Provinces. They ought te buoys.
be left to manage their own affairs in Hon. Mr. SMITH said the harber
their own wav, and if not satisfied with masters would be required to superintend
the decisions of their Judges they could the placing and taking up of buoys.
amend their laws as they thought right The Bill was read a second time and
and proper. referred to Committee of the Whole, Mr.

The clause was passed. BURPEE (Sunbury) in the chair.
The remaining clauses to the 40th, with Hon. Mr. HOLTON said this Bill was

the exception of- the 29th whichwas struck suitable to the circumstances of the mino
out. were passed and the committee rose ports in the Maritime Province, but 1ot
and relorted progress. at all to the circumstances of the minOu

The House adjourned at 11.15 p. m. ports or harbors of the St. Lawrence. le

suggested to the Minister of Marine and

Fisheries that the committee should rise

in order that the hon. gentleman might
HOU SE OF C O M M ON S, have an'opportunity to consult with mem-

fnday, 3fa.rch- 29th, 1875. bers of the Montreal Harbor Comission,
with a view to inserting a clause gIM

The SPEAKER took the chair at three to the Government instead of to the Har-

delock bor (Commisionere of Montreal, thue

BILL INTRoDUCED. power of appointing Harbor Master -

ln. M.F R IRathe minor ports along the St. Lawrene'
Mr. FOURNIER introduced a Hon. Mr. SMITH adopted the sugge-

Bill to continue for a limited time certain tien and the cemmittee rose and rel<)'e
Acts therein mentioned. progress.

The BIl was read a first time. QUEBEC TRINITY HoUSE.

THE e(IY? ON STAVE-BOLTS AND OAK LOGS. Ho. Mr. SMITH moved the second

Hon. Mr. C A.RTWRIGHT moved the ieuling of the Bill respectlng .the ru
reception of the report of Committee of Hous end Harbor COIssioners'
the Whole on the resolution for the pur Qtieber,

Ion. Air. Fournier.


