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the Crown Lands Department. e had
availed himeelf of the only means within his
pow er to find out the extent of that practice,
though, of course, a8 honourable gentlemen
were aware,there was™not one case in twanty

; te of the valuation ; copy of the Order
i?ﬁ?i:moil or vther authority, except the Act
upds r which the reduction was made,

fon, Mr. SCOTT said that there wonld be
o cobjection to giving the information re-

tllli‘l'l'd.

T he motion was agreed to.

LOTS IN PALPOONGE.

A OLIVER moved an address asking
‘¢1—lst. Copies of all Orders 1n Council
pacsed between the 25th day of July and the
20th day of jDecernber, A D 1871, if any,
relating to Jota or concessions or parts of lots,

arts of concessions in the township of
Fi;ﬂhl!gﬂ. 2ed. Showiog whether such

Order or Orders were published or not, and if

published, the date and place of such publi-
ostion. 3rd Tho date of application for the
purcbase of any or all of such lots, conces.
<jope, or parts of such lots or concessions re.
ferred to in such Order or Orders in Council,
sosether with the name or names of such
spplicants and the date of payment made for

the samo.
The molion was agreed £ after a bricf dis.
CUSALON,
PRIVATE BILL PRACTICE.

The debate on Mr. Macdonald’s resclution
i referevee to the Law and Usage of Varlia
wert was resumed by

Mr. MERIDITH, who said that he agre:d
with the prirciple of the resolution, and
would like to sce a law made preventing
partuers of legal gentlermon who are member
of the House from engaging in Private Bill
vractice. That was the rule adopted in the
appointment of daruty-nmtcrl and deputy-
registrars of the Courts, and he saw no rea.
ton why & similar rule should not be adopted
with reference to the members of Parliameat.
It would be in the interest of the count.y
ard of the profes.ion a'so, that such a rule
should be adopted.  He concluded by mov.
i s amendment so that the motion could
ead as follows:—“That it is ioexpedient
that apy mecmber of this Honse shall here-
after be permiltted to engage, either by him.
s¢li or any partrer, in the maragement of
any Private Bills before this House or any
corvmittce  thercof, for any  poocu.
niary reward to be reccived by such
me mber or any partner thereof.”

Mr. WOOD moved in amendwment to the
smendment that all the words after ‘‘that’
i the amendwent be struck out, and the
‘ollowing substituted : = That such mem.
hers of this House asg are of the ‘long
«obe ' shall not be of counscl on anv side in
.1y Bill pending before this Houge.”

Mr. ARDACGH opposed the original mo-
{1un.

Mr. CAMERON spoke in favoar of the
cesclution, becavse the principle ianvolved
was ¢ne which should be adopted. Referriog
to bis own conduct of having, when [P’rovin-
cial Secretary, definded a notorious criminal,
the speaker defended it, saying that he saw
no 1¢ason why ke, as a member of the legal
profession, should not have taken the course
he ¢id, however obroxious the criminal per-
sorally might have been to him, Evidently
henourable gent'emen and their fricnds had
rail great attention to the propricties on
that oceaeim, but he thought propricty
wonld be more regarded by not allowiog
pa trers of legal gentlemen in this House
having control of any busiaess before it.

Me. RICHARDS was in favour of the reun-
lution, as he thougtt that there should be no
chbance gven for members of this House
o place themselv 8 in any poeition which
- might give rise to charges of their being
ntluenced uvduly in business before the
. Housa, He deni-d the statement made ona
| previous occasion by the member for South
Biuce, that h's (the speaker's) legal partner
had Leen concerned in & case coming before
| the Crown Lands Departinent, and he pro.
ceeded to explain the circtmstance. ilr.
Hall merely applied to hLis common law
agcnts, Meesra, Richards & Smith, for them
to pet the affidavitsrequired, aud the firmsent
to the Deps:tment and obtained them. The
letter aliuded to was written by a clerk and
not entered into the letter book  He denied
that Mr. Smith ever appeared before him
whilst he wae in office. He thought if over
 thors was a trampery charge brought agaiass

2 jubl'c man in this Proviace this was one,
rod he could not ace the slightest improprioty
m the watter,

Mr. WELLS said that Le accepted the
bou wember for Niagara's explanation, but
a% the same time the whole purpose of tha’

gentleman's speech was to show that the
travsaction rcforred to was an iesolsted one.

He was sorry, therefore, that had
becen brought up to-night, it was
touching upon tender ground; he would
pow statetliat there were scores of instances in

which the firm of Richards & Smith had
been concerned in businos: conmected with

which conld be found from whioh it could be
scen that the firm of Richards & Smith muss
bave had a great dcal of business to transact
with the Department. He would take occa.
gion to state also that the head of the De.
partment had in no way sought to bring
al out tho investigation which he (the speaker)
Jad made; but he had found the letters to
which he referred indexed in the gone-
ral regieter of letters reccived from Messrs,
Richards & Smith, as follows :—Richards &
Swith, Nov. 8, '67, S.W. |} 6, 10 Missouri;
do, Jan. 21, lots in Nepean; Feb. 6, as to
water lots 2, 3, and 4 Ostawa; March 10, N,
McIntyre, per R., S 5, petition, 49 and 53
in 3, N.D. Road, Glenely —aflidav.t enclosed;
March 17, as to plan of Woodstock; April 1,
for John Coby, re 221, E. § 20, 6 Yooge ;
\ July 10, as to work on Ecles Lake; Sept. 8,
encloeing affidavit for Wm. Mabher, 48, 7,
and 5, D. R., Bentinok; Decomber 24, for

- Mrs. MclIntyre, application for pateat for

commons, 38, 4 Matilda, enclosing surveyor's
cortificates and letter; Jaouary 11, '69, ap-
plication for copy of part of plan of Marl-
bero; January 22, for Mrs, Mclntyre, wish |
£19 20 account, 35, 4 Matilda;. February 27,
for Mal, McKionon, affidavit9in 3, N, D. IV,
(lenelg; April 6, for advice ¢ 9, 3 N. D. R,
Glenelg; April 29, application with afiidavit
for G. Robins, enclosing surveyor's cerbifi-
cate, 2 ’ 11 :_-:ulli--a.n; Apri.l f..'.'ﬂ, ﬂnulusiug
.£6i, nment G. ¥ Marsh, N % 3, 4 Cardea ;
June 8 advice,22,11 Sallivan; Jane 8,for de-
dson 9 3 Glenelg ; Aug. 18, enclosing two
altidavits from M & 1. Robins, 23, 3 Salli-
ven : Oct 18, for copiea Il } 1, 5 Dalhousie ;
April 7, '70, for Joha Smith for patent, N,
t 4, 13 Baily ; April 21, for A Mcliellan,
with #¢'t. of Deparument, $1C0, 9, 3 Glevelg;
an:d six othors, There were six packages of
popers filed by and endorsed Richards &
<mpith,  He (the speaker) read the followiag
lettevs addreseed by the firm of Richards &
Smith to $heir E’ummi&aiunur of Crown
Lands, with a copy of an order from the
Commissioner in yoply to one of the letiors: —

Toroxro, April 5, 1859,
Box, J. RicHARDS,
Commissioner Crown Laada,

Deran Sig,—O0n lot 9-3 N, 0. R, Glenelg,
about & year ago an application was made
for purchase of above lot, and all papers re.
isting to same filed with the Crown Lands
Department, The applicant is desirous of
having your decision in the matter as soon
as possible, as the matter has been standiog
a long time, _

Yours truly, |

RICHARDS & SMIPAL

Toroxnro, July 7, 1569,
dox, J. Ricuarps,
Comumiseioner Crown Lands,
Drar Sin,—On lot 9.3, Concession Gla.
nelg, 81 application for purchase of above

‘ot nas beeu before the Department for ovor
a year,

The partice are very anxious to hear your
decision in the matter, and you would greatly
oblige by giying samc as soon ay possible

Yours truly,
UCHARDS & SMITH,

1 — . me s

lating,—1 do order the sale made to
Allan Cameron of the above west lot 9 3,
(Glenelg. be cancelled, and that s:me be re
sumed by the Crown, and that it be sold to
Mal. McKionon, the occupant, or his as.
signee, at §2, cash.

N. RICHARDS.

Cominissioner,

Toreonto, April, 21, '70,

For a Commissioner so careful as the hon,
mewber for Niagara had beea, 1t was strange
tor him to say that he knew nothing of his
pertner's practice in connection with the
Department, and it but argued for his blunt- |
uees to an extent that was almost incredible;
but still ke would believe the hon. gentle.
man if he declared that he knew nothing of
his partner’s transactions in thesc matiers.
He (the epeaker) repudiated the idea that the
hon, gentleman had been influenced in his
decisions by these means, but still he
thecught ho had said §enough to show
that his pariner's practice conuected with
Departmental business had been oar.
ied on at a very considerable ex
tent, and from what he had learned 1t was
«ln ost an every-day occurrence.

Mr. RICHARDS—The hounourablefmam
ber for fouth Bruce cannot show a single
contested cago in which Mr. Smith ever ap-
pesred before me.




