Mr. CAMERON suggested the altering of
the word or to and, so that the clause should
read, * immoral and unchaste.” The ques-
tion as to what was immoral condaot he was

~ afraid would give rise to litigation

{ . Mr. PRINCE suggested the striking out of

R " the words ** homoral and.” Ho did not see

i why there should be any difference between
| slander by writing and that by speech.

.

l Mr. WOOD said he was sorry that he
could not aurce with the hon. members for
stormont avd Fsscx, Of conree it was much
to be regretted that idle words haaded from
! ope to another ghould ereate discomfort, _ but
that was the result of the state of society,
and could not be remedicd by law. The law
' was right just as it stood, and il was now
just as it had been for five hundred
cars The reasons which had been sub-
mitted by the hon. member for Stormoant
' had been as apparent to all the legislators
and judges five hundred years ago, and ever
' since, as it was to-day, and the law should
" not befchanged witkout grave roasoas. It
was in the experience of every lawyer that
bundreds of applications to them to bring
. actions for slander were rcfused because it
could not be shown that any harm had arizen
to the slandered party on account of the
words spoken or written. It was not from
. the middle walks of socicty that these appli-
catior s were made, but from a class alittle
lower down. The result that was brought
shout by & woman who went into
. court for the sake of hsving her cha
racter pvrified, was that through the
trial, the prees, the people present in Coart,
and the taste which such trials feed, she
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3 . eame out of Court with a character blasted
g " for ever. He or she must be a fool indesd
| ' who weant into a Court to recover his charao.

/ | ter.  The of this Bill would increase

litigation, and most trivial matters being
| . brought into Court would create bitternesses
| - . of feeling throughout the whole of the neigh-
a ' bourhood in which the liligants resided. The
| " fiequency with which the verdicts ia slander
m? libel cases ranged from twelve and-a.
- half to fifty cents showed the light in whioh
' tLey were looked upon by judges and jurors,
- From some of the bills which were being
introduced by hon. members, it would
' appear that this was a body of law experi-
menters who carca nothing for the laws of
. England or for the thonghts and opinions of

5 the legislators of former daya. P

A Mr. BOULTBEE thought the Bill was un
necessary. Ho thought no eucnglrl-g‘*ﬂ%mt
shovld e given to partiess to briag actions
| ' for w'arder. The set need *d mo uch pro.

| tectios; any man who would slander a wo-
man would find be vnly wjured himself.

Mr BETHUNE said he had uo obiection
to +tr ke out the words *‘ immo-sl or.” H-
prococded to reply to the arzuments ad-
vanced against the Bill.

Mr FERGUSON moved the aic monthe'
hL ht

ir EWELL said that, believing that
‘thie iwfasure would Jead to increased litiga-
on, secing the diversity of opinica
t tho legal profession on the subject
he wculd be constrained to vote againat i*:
but he did not wish to vote azainst it, and
ho hoped the hon. gentleman wou'd cons ot
to withdraw it.

Mr. FRASEL said that in lLis cxperience
with regard to actions for elander he had
found wany oases of extreme hardship under
the present law. If the argumeunt of gentle:
en opposite amounted to anything, it would
iollow that the law should be amended so
that no action for slander could be breught
at u]l. That was the obvious result of their
arguments, According to the vresent law,
if a woman were charged with larceny she
could bring an action, but the most cruel
things might be said with respect to her
chastity, and she had no remedy except that
sbe could show that she had suffered pecn-
niary damage. That wae an anomaly which
he thought shoald be removed. If
the Leuislature rejected this measure
it would be cquivalent to saying
that anything, however cruel, might be said
agaiust a woman's chastity with impunity,
Ll‘unt!td no pecuniary damage was incurred

¢ did not believe if this Bill were to be

: that women would rush into court
with actions for slander, It required a very
severe case to induce a woman to take her
grievance mto court; but even if litigation
were increased, he held that the existing
anomaly and injustice should be removed.

Attorney-General MOWAT believed this

was the fourth time a bill of this kind had

| becn Frem}cd to the legislature; perhaps,
> therelfore, it would be well if his hon.
friend would not prese it then, as there was
a diffcrence of opivion among the members
of the House, at which the hon. geantle-
man wished to prevent was as great a crime
as it was possible to commit.  To charge an
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| tion in the matter.
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- inteulion of the Goverrment to introduce a
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itmocent woman with unchaste conduct was, |

in his opinion, about as gross a thing and as |
criminal a thing as he could imnagine. He
knew of no crime which more deserved pun-
nishment than the one in question., He
thonght it was discreditable that the law
did not protect women from being elatdered
in that manner, In considering the existing
evil and the remedy necessary, it was for
them to be careful of not bringing other evils
ly enforcing the remedy. Some of
the hon. gentlemen thought that legislation
in th's direction would not morely provide a
remedy for that class of cascs, but that ac-
tions would be brought which would do harm
Ag a lawyer he had had no practical expori.
(nce which would support that argument.
fle would not have imagioed that such a
law would have that resull. As it was,
frivolous actions could be brought against
men and women, but they did not find many
ench cases, although some were brought
which ought not to be. Hon gentlemen
would remember that the law was not in-
terded to benelit merﬂ{ a particular action,
but to prevent wrong from being dome. 1t
was, in fact, to prevent that wrong. One
action brought would perhaps prevent ono
thousand from being broughs. The very
knowledge that the law forbids the commit-
ting of this crime would be sufficicnt to
prevent a multitude of actions, and
to prevent the false charge from
being made,  Still,"he thought the change
ought not to be made at once. The Bill had
been brought Lefore the House now for the
first time, and he would urge his hon friend
not to press it at present. At some future
ression it mighs considered again, and
then there might be more gentlemen in
favour of it than at present. As for himself,
he thought the law was one against which no
cne should offer an objection,

Mr. BETHUNE consented for the present
to withdraw the Bill, anl the order was dis.
 harged.

UPPER CANADA JURORS! ACT.

Mr. BLTHIUNE moved the geconl readiny
of a Bill to amend the Upper Canada Jarors *
Act, 5o as to provide for tho paymecat of -
rfncial jurors, lle entered into an exslanaﬁun
of the workingof the present Act, and pointed
¢ut the anomalies and injustice w hich certain '
classes of jurors laboured under. The Ball, 1f 7
rassed, would not entail a tax upon the
public, as the mnnc{ required would come
cut of the pockets of the litigants. It was 1
Lut fair and right that litigants should pay <o
for the juries. The Bill would redross a
grievance which had been felt by all lawyers
and person: interested, and which the Honse
+hould remedy as carly as possible,

The motion was carried,

Mr. BETHUNE moved that the Sili be |
voferred to a Saelect Commattee.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBLRS,

Mr, CLALKE (Well'ngton), asksd whether
it 18 the intenmtion of the GGovernmoent to re-
commend that aid shall he extended to
properly organized Ho ticulsural Societies in

icorporated villages, eimilar to that now
allorded to such socicties im towns and |

-

| citics,

Houn, Nr. McKRUELLAL said the subject

- wasgunder the consideration of the Govern-

ment.

Mr. TOOVLEY asked whether it is the

131l during the present Session to pay Clerks
«i the 'eace hy salaries instead of by fecs,

Attorney-General M@WAT —That mat.
ter 1s also under consideration.  (Lasughter )

Mr. TOOLLEY asked whether it is the
'ntention of the Government to introdnce 4
Bill to amend the Jury Law, sofar a3 to
wbolieh the second gelection thereof, and aleo
with regard % redacing the nundier of Grand
Jurors,

Attorney-General MOWAT —That subject
8 under the consideration of the Government,
( Reneved langhter,)

Mr LAUDER ask«d whethor or nst the

» Commissiey appointed to «uquire into the
(ropriety ol analyamating the Courts of Law

and Fquity have made auy Report, and
ahether o0 not soch Cemmission has been
abolished, and whether or mot any action
has been taken by the Governmeat ragard-
'vg sald Cernmission,

Atty-Gen. MOWAT said the Commission
had not reported; that it had been abolished;
and that the late Government had taken ae-

Mr. ARDAGH asked whether the nro.
perty pituated in the village of Ornw, for.
merly vsed as a branch Lunatic Asylum,
i8 held to beleng to this 'rovince, and if so
whother or not it i8 the intention of the
Government to make uge of tho same in con- l
nection with any public institution proposed !
to be established within the Provines, or for |




