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them! He olaimed that the Conserva.
tives bad always given Catholics thelr jusi

’ rights, but they would give them no more,

Mr, BETHUNE sald thab politioally he

' bad no sympathy with the U:ange or.

ganizaviovr, but the question wn3s what
siwald a member do as a matter of right.
Some tiwe ago this Assembly had passed a
Bul fcr the incorporation of the Orange
body, He had slways been of orinlon thas

| the Attcrney-General had been constitution.

ally right in the course he had taken with
regard to that Blll, but the result had been
tiat they had been accorded the
right to she  Bill Way,
then, should it not pass? No one doubted
but the opposition to the Blll sprang out of
a regard for the Roman Catholio Caurches,
The various Romsn Catholic corporations
throvgbout the <country had been
¢endowed with thelr corporate powers
by Protestant Parliaments, and if any of
these bodies had b:en refused the very At
which was now acked for a Protestant body,
would they not have countinued to agitate
for so simple an act of justice? Why, then,
should not the Orarge body have what they
wanted iIn a dlrect, straightforward way?
[t the Oiangemen had not come seeking for
incorporaticn bsfore the General Bill was
passed, and betore the House had in
reality passed the very Aot they
were now seeking, he would have said
ttey should have taken advantage of the
peneral Ack, 1If there was anythiag in the

' Orange body in the shapa of a political or.

- genization the way to mako them invoonous
- waa to give them justice, There was not on
. the face of the globa to.day so powerful au
- organization for political purposes—taking

the worst mean'ng of the word ““political’”’—
tban the Roman Catholio Church. He lock.
¢d at the ma'ter from a standpoiut of right
ard justice; it would perhsps ba more to his
advantage if he voted againat the Orangemsn,

' as they bad always voted agalost him—bat
' he believed the vote he intended to glve was

one for anactof simple justice, He believed it
would bave been & good thing for this ocun-

try i tho Bill had been granted at the very
first.

Mr. CROOKS said he regretted very much

the course which the hou, member for Stor.

- mont was taking. He (Mr, Crooks) had
' taken a position all along with rega-d
. 6o this matier which was In accordance
| with the well-known principles of the Lib

ersl party in England as well as here, 1I:
wsn one of the fundamental principles of that
party to ignore ¢enomjuational distlactlons,
to repress any tendenocy towsrds the unlon of
Church and Ssate, and to regard as of chief
importance tha secular Interests of the peo-
plee. He was prepared to stand by the
principles of the Reform party, to allow
the Incerporation of voluntary assoclations.
But thie OUrange body wae not an association
which could in any sense be regarded as a
voluntary one. He was furtbermora prepsred
to say, as a Canadian and a Reformer, and in
doing so to accept tho fall responsibility of
the atatement, that he could not concede
that the principles of the Orange body wers
those whkich would act beneficial'y to the in-

tereats of this country. (Cheers.) |
| Mr, SINOLAIR sald be was nosasuppbrier

of the principles of the Roman Catholio

Church, and he thercfore did not give ths
vote bhe lutended %o give as a matter of fa: |

vour to that denomination or for fear of the
Roman Catholic Church. Bat he opposed
the motion simply because he holieved that
these politlco-religious societies, whether

Protestant or Cathollo, were detrimentalsto

the intereats of the country. He disapproved
entirely of these societles, and, as
& Reformer, knew, as did mwy
members of that » the opposition
which Orangemen in the past offered to
the Liberals of Caonada, Ho did not think
that the Orange Soclsty had much influencs
In resisting the encroachments of the Roman
Catholic Church. If they l':ned such a Bill
aas the present, they would in all probabliity
toon have to pass another of the same kind
for the Roman Catholic body,and he thonghs
the multiplicatlon of such organizations
would be calamitous, (Hear, hear )

Mr, SEXTON said he thought the Orange
body should not ask for a special Bill for
their inocorporation until th? had shown—
which they had not yet done—that they

could not get what they wanted under the |

general Acs,

Mr. MERRICK, in reply, defended the
Orange lnnﬂtnhgoudnl:.:'ha orltllu:]alml :f
gentiemen w 8po eclally the
member for North Essex. In “Et that the

Attorney-General had ylelded to Catholio |

influence In reserving the former Orange
Bills, he quoted an artlole 1u the Canadian

Freeman,”

Mr. FRASER pointed out that that paper

I
1
was the organ of Sir John MacAonald, I
(Cheers,) |

Mr, MERRICK sald he was speaking from
s religious standpoint. He denied that the
Bill was introduced for political reasons,
If the Orangemen were as strong as the
Roman Catholics, and would vote againgt |
apy Government which would not pass these
Bille, the result would be a very different
ore, He hoped In voting no hon, member
would be influenced by prejadice,

The House then divided, and the amend.
ment to the amendment was lost, Yoas, 25 ;
N &) 8, 4:-

YEAS,—Mcssra  Appleby, Barr, Rall Bethuve,
Boulter, Broder, Browa, Cameron ~relghton, Filesh.
er, Grabam (Frontenac), Grange Hauey, Ko n Lan-
der, Macdougall (Simcor) McHae, Mercdith Mer.

rick, Mopk Moatyn, Prest n, Richardson, Robinscn
- Rosevegrr, Looley, Wigle, Wills, —28. ;

NAvVS,—Mewrs Ballavtyne Birhop, Chisholm,
Claxke (Norfoik), Clarke (Wellington), Cols, Cuutts,
Crocks, Currie, Deroche, Ferris, Finlayson, Frawr,
‘Ibron, Graham (“smbton), Grant, Haidg, Hargrafs, 1
Hwkiv, Hay, Hedgles Hucter. Lane, Long, Lvon,
McCrruey, McLeod, McMahon, Mowat, 0'D noghue.
(’'5u llvan, Pardce, Patterson (Kesex) Putierson
(Yerl) Paxton, Bovs, Beott, Sexion "uclalr Snetutn.
ger Eprincer Etriker, Watterwortn, Widdifield, Wil-
V'ams, Wlison, Weod,—47,

Mr, McGowan for, paired with Mr, Gow
»gainst the motion, |

Mr. MOWAT said it Lad heen the inten. !
ticn of the Tressursr to infroduce ani ¢-.
plain {c-day the Government measvrs wigh |

regard to tavern licensss. Asit was now g |
iate, the statement would be msde to-mor.
row. The Government were still withont
the eomplete iuformation which was nec:s.
eary before they brought down their nieasare
fo referetce to rallways, but they dally

 éxpeoted it, He moved the adjournment of
| ihe House.

The Hcuse adjourned at 11:10 p m,
e —

| PRIVATE BILLS COMMITTEE.

METHODIST UNION,

Mr, McLkop Introduced the Bill t> amend ;
i:?:ﬂ Act rerpocilog the Mathod st Charch of
Canada,

Mr J. D, Armour appeared to promote
the Bill, which proposed to add the ftl:lluwlug

proviso to the Acs respecting the M '
Church in Canada:— € . —

. “Provided always, that if ARy COD

tion in connection or communion with any of
the eaid Churches shall, at a meeoting of the
s:id oongregation, regulurly ealled aocording
to the constitution of the sald congregation,
or the practice of the Church with which it |
Is connected, and held within two years afcer

the sald union takes placs, decide by a ma-

-

) 'rity of the votes of those who, by the con-
- stitution of the sald mgragltlhn:' urytha pra -
 bice of thesaid Charch with which it is coa- l
- vnected, are entitled to vote at such mesting,
- Cetermive not to enter into the sald uaion,
- but to dissent therefrom, then and fn suoh
- oase the congregational propsrty of the ssid
Ccngregation shall remaln unaffacted by this |
Act or by any of the provisions theresr; bat |
In the event of any c ngregation so dizvent.
ing an aforesald as svy futare time resolviug
to exter luto and adiere to the said uaited
Church, then from the time of suca resolu:
tion belrg come to, this Aot and the provi-

sions thereof ehall apply to the pronvert f
fuch congregation,” g  Ritsne

He eaid the Act of last seerion in referonce
‘o the uuion of the Methodist Churches
kad been wunjust, becavse it providea
that all the property of 3th bodies skonld
be haaded over vo the Usited Caurch. The
- congregations in the Manvers Cireals belong.
Jug to vhe New Coracxion Churen had their
Property hauded over wishons their gonsent
to a body haviug a difierent poilty from that
of the Methodist New Connexion Chursh.
They did not oppose the paviaga of ths Aot,
timply because they were not awave of its |
beivg pasred until last eummer, but if they
bad opposed 1t there conld ba no doubs that
a olaaee simiiar to this, which was a tran-
t0 1pt of the clause in the Act uniting the

Presbyterian Church, would have been in-
rerted,

Mr. HARDY,—Was It not a condltion of
the agreement of the Presbjterian Chnrches?

Mr, ArMOUR could not say as to that,

Mr, LAUuDER said the Act did not change
“he trusi deeds af all, bus lefs them as they

were hefore the union of the Methodist
Churches.

Mr, ARMOUR #aid there was a change in |
the disposision of the property, The Metho-
| dist Chorch of Canada was not 80 liberal in
'its polity as the New Conuexion

Church, If this claure would have besn |

_—_—




