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aud their partners from practising before the
Committees,

Mr, MEREDITH understood that a prac-
tice prevalled of partners of members of the

Government in tha courts in ¢on-
n;‘trion with Crown suits, Although he did

| not believe that anything improper bad oc-

::rud II.IIM ,“p!‘;. hopad the
practice would not be continued, as members
of the House should be above susplcion,

Mr., LAUDER called attention to the fast

that parizers of members of the Governmoent

rumoted the obtaining of charters bafore the
tepant-Governor in Council,

Mr. MACDOUGALL was prepared to
leave the question Involved inthe statoments
of the members for London and East Gray to
the judgment of members of the Government,

believing that the present would be
dheonﬂlgqu when the Bill mi

On Clause 10,

Mr. HODGINS called atventlon to the
omission to provide for a petitioner in elec-
tion pctitions, He moved the omission of

the words ‘‘a violation of the sixth seotion of
this Act.”

Mr. MOWAT explained that the procedure
under ordinary election petitions would apply

to those cases. The trial of any hon. mem.
ber charged with 1mproperly recelving foes

- by a judge would be more satisfactory to the

Enbl!ﬂ and the Leglslature than 1l conducted
y the Honse itse!f,

Mr. MACDOUGALL saldhe thought that
in making this Honse and giviag it po‘:'m 50
large, they were making an innovation upon
the ﬁowun and practices herotofore enjoyed
by the House, He considered that so large
an Aushority $0 be exercised by s bara ma.
jority of the members of the House in the
way of punishing persons coming within the
ecope of the Act, was assuming a new, dan:
gerous, and unconstitutional power. It was
putting into the hands of what might be a
- partizan majority a power which he thought
- should only be exercised by, say, atwo thlrds
majority., He thought that no case of raal
infringement of the provislons of the law
- would arise in which two.thirds of the mem*
bers present would not be found to vote for
awarcing the punishment due to the offencs,
He futended offering an amendmeat to that
eflect,

Mr. MOWAT sald that he had no fear of
any improper exercise of the powers granted
to a majority of the House by the Act, no
matter what political party might be in
power. The hon, gentleman had spoken as
if this power was & new one; but he (Mr,
' Mowat) could not find in any legislasive
body such a provision as the one which the
hon. gentleman proposed to substituta for is.
This power given to a majority of the mem-
bers of the Houve was one which the Eagz-
lish House of Commons hsd enjoyed huu.
dreds ol years ago.

Mr. MACDOUGALL sald there was no
parallel between the English House of Com-
movs and this Assembly,

Mr, MOWAT said that the hon.

~ gentleman seemod  very fearful
that this House should have any importance
or weight attached to it which did not beloag
to it. [e, perhaps, was thinking of tho pos-
eibility of his present friends cominz into
power, and withed to keep them from form-
ing too high an estimate ot their importancs,
This House in many respedts dealt with
more important questions than at the tims
of the Union, and he did not see why it
should be deprived of any of the privileges
which pertained to the House at that time,
' The privilege which the hon. msmber had
refer;ed to was oms which had besn con-
tended for by the Eoglish House of Commons
as esseutisl to the right discharge of its
Cuties, We found that by the British
North America Act the right to constitute
any court, civil or criminal, was conoceded to
¢bis Legialature, and he thought it desirable
that this right saould be exercised. H»could

notecethat weviere less able to taks care of our .

privileges or more llable to abase them than
wbe English Hounee of Commons, for a larger
proporiton of our people were readiag and
thinking men than in Eogland; while ia p ofat
of morallty they stood jast as hizh as in the
old Bnd, These privileges had worked sasis-
:E:ftunlj aud bereficially ia bodiss similar to
is

After scme dlgeunssion,

Mr. FRASER ssid he oould not see why
there was any mcra risk in oonferring such
power to a majoriby of this House shan in
allowing it to be held by a majority of an
other Parlisamentary body. Hs 4id not thini
t.ha_ day would over arlse whea a bara majorl-
ty In this House would undertake to do an
act which violated justice, Pablioe opluion

~ was too strong to allow it i

Mr. MEREDITH said aceord to thls
Bill if the Courts declared thltlnng member
was not guilty, this Hsuase could §47 he wag
and conld expel him, If this House coald
deal with these questions, what was tho us¢ |

L -

Mr, MOWAT 3aid he did not wleh

- fo sssume to tuke more power than the Houss

of Ccmmons in England or at Ostawa

Mr. MACDOUGALL (Simcoz) gald this
Heuse had no more power than a Cuaty
Councll, end he denied that this Houss |
shonld assume to acl as the great loglalative

" body of the Emplre could act. Sish cazes |

&8 thosc of W, 1. Mpckapzio and Wilkes had
raired popular iadfguation, and he ohjected
to the p:ropnsal fo adopt this provieion a%this |
day. Tbis House conld creste a court, but |

1% could not appoint judges, This Bill pro-

pesed to ruake uais House a court, and 55 ap-
point the members jadges. He belioved the
prwer propored to be glvea would resalt
in abuses. The power had be:m trans.
ferred to the courts of law ({n
order to avoid these abuses, and yet the Gov.
ernmer. pow proposed to resume judiofal
functions in & more dangerous mastter, The

- propesal wae unconstitutional, improper,

and unneoeesary, He bepged the Govera-
ment to limit it at least to a vots of two-.
thirds of the members present

Mr, MOWALT said there was ay muoh pos-
sibllity of having a minorlty which would
refose to do what was right as a majority
which would do what was wrong. Taere

- wae nodanger of expulslon tzking plaze un-

less 18 was right, Every power posscssed by
this or sny other Legislature mipht bs
abuscd. bat he had no apprehension
that this power would be abused, no matter |
who formed the Government

Mr, HODGINS sald in Eagland there was

| po dirqualification attached to expalsion,

but it was here proposed $o dlequalify a
member. He quoted a judgment declaring
that Colonial Legislatures had power to expol
members,

Mr. SEXTON asked if the Act wav un.
constitutional, and whether it would no} be
2o iv regard to a two-thirds majorlty as well
T.Hl.ll rogard to a bare msjority., (Hear, |
Jent, )

After further dlscussion, tha olanse pagsed,

Pregrers was then reported, and the

- Heuse adjourned at 2 o’clock,

SECOND SESSION,
TLe S;eaker took the chalir at 3 o’alock,
ESVYATES BILLS,

A rumber of revorts were read from the
Coumissionera ou Estates Biils.

Lhey were ordered %o be plac:d on the

| Journals of the House,

REPORTS.

Mr. Clarke presomted the third report of

the Commitsce on Printing
THE ELECTION LAW,

Mre MOWAT mow-A fp Yoava #a 1nken
duce a bill to am<nd thy Ack resre)ting the
election of members of the lag{nl:tiﬂ As-
sembly and the trials of such elsctions.
He m=mid the object of the Bl
was to endeavour $0 correct some things
in the Flectlon Act which the experience
of the late clections and of the election
tr'als of the past year had suggosted required
correction. They proposed to adop: soms
of the provisions of the Dominion Ast,which
had been passed atter our Act. Ono of thees
was that tho security on an election petition
should not be by a bond but by a deposit of
money., Then agein, it was not desirable
that petitions should be fyled maie fide,

- without any foundation or any positive be-

lef by the petitioner that there wa: anv
foundation. (Hear, hear.) He thought tass
1% was a very rearonable protection to candi.
dates that the petitioner should be reqnired
to fyle an affi ‘avit with his petition saying
that he belicved the statements in the pe-
Hidon to be trne: and aleo thas
when the particulars were fyled thors
thould be tho same wverificstlon (Hesr,
hear.) The evils connected with the work-
ing of the Act had besn the subjoct of iuves-
tigation by a Committee of the Houss of
Commors, and bad also baen the subject of
discusslon In England, and soveral sugges-
tlons had bsen made, some of whioh thoy had
thought worth their while to adopt. By the
present election law the election trials took
place before one of the judges, who had the
Ceclding of all que:tlons of law acd of fact,
tubject to appeal, practically only so fur as
matters of law were concerned. The ques.
tions thus decided were of immense impor-
tance, affecting as they di? not only the soats
of cavdidates, their rights and nosition,
but the possibility of their  dis |
qualification for a wmeat in  tae
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