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~ ONTARIO LEQISLATURE.

THRD PARLIAMERT---SECOND SESSIZY.

%SNS, 24ih Jan., 1877.
The Spes *; Soek Sho ohalr at 3 o’oloak,
“ETITIONS,

The following “Jetitions were prosented : —

Mg, Oreighton— From the Fuwashlp Coun.
oll of Normanby, 10 re.unite the Neorth 221
South Ridings of Grey for regltration gur.
peaea,

Mr, Patterson (York)~Township of Yok,
for eertaln amendments $0 the Votsrs' Llst
Achk

Mz, Patterson (York)—Toronkto BSftrset
Rallway Company, praying that the B!l
relating t0 that Company may not pass,

Mr, Palterson (York) —Oounty Counoll of
York, praying for certaln amendments to the
Munlcipal and Asgeszmen$ Aots,

Mr. Lyon—Ratepayers of Milton for the
daliieg of oll Goomgiens

Mr, MoCraney—Ratopayers of Ken$, for
cerfain amendmerts to the Manloipal Aos,

My, Coutts—DPeiltion t0 the mame eff.c)
from Kent

Mr. MoCraney—Petilion of 500 ratepayers
«! Harwick that no further time be granted
‘or commenolog work on the Erle and Huron
Rlu“,- :

Mr, Coutte—Ol ratepayers of Kant, for
. erfaln amendments to she Munlolpal D:ala.
» go Aok,

Mr, Orelghton—Towrskip Counoll of Ose
prey, %o seunite North and Siuth Grey for
reglat ration purposes,

Six petitions weas presented 11 favour of
the Osange Incorporation BllL

REPORTS BY COMMITTIEES,

Myr, Fraser presented the third repory of
$he Commistee on Private Bllls,

Mr. Pardee presented the secozd repor$ of
the Committee on Rallways,

PICTION HARBOUR AND ROAD JOINT
STOUK COMPANY,

Mr. Brown Introduced a Blll respeoling

the Ploton Harbour and Road Jolas S iock
Company. The Blll was read the first $!ms,

TORONTO STRRET RAILWAY (O,

Mz FRASER s21d shat before $he Orders
of the Day were called, it was an acs of simple
Justioe to the member for London $o correct
& stalomens regarding that genslomen which
had appeared in an article in one of he olty
gewepape-s this moralog. The artlole was
headed ‘' The Toronto Street Rullway,” and

She statemens to which he referrsd way la |
She following wordae: —*' [ ig worthy of note |

thas the Blit of last year way referrod $o a
Seleot Com mtstee, of which the membsr for
wss chalrman, and that $he member

for London was the solicltor of she owaers of
the Toronto Street Rallway. It Is qulte
E:.Ibla thas this fackt may have noth o
with the extraordioary metamorphosis o
which the Bill wsa subjeoted, bat should the
one now before the Leglelaturs be alnmillarly
referred, 1) would bs jast as well $0 have
some oth¢r member as Chalrman of $he
Committes.” He (Mr, Fraser) doe.
a8 Chalrmsn of the Private
Ve of lash sesslon $hat shere
was no foundatien for the assertion made
regarding the membsr for London,
The Bill bad come bafore the Private
Bllls Commitice 1a the usual course, had
been dlsposed of by thas Committee in the
atual ceurse, acd had not been referred %o a
Seleck Commistes at all. It would be re.
membered that the Bill had been pre\ty well
disouzaed betore the Cemmlttee, both on %he
part of the City and oa the partof she Com.
Y, and afier hearlng the dlzcussion, the
ommitics as 8 Whole, wiih himzelt (Me,
Fraser) In the ehalr, came to the declsion
with refezence to the master which was al.
lnded to In the arsfole, Having come
to !.Iut dm{.lun, 1§ bad been s} his
(Mr.% Frasers) ruggeation, and with
the ament of the Oommittes, reforred
0 the scliolrors who had appeaei
on the part of the clty, and on the part ol
tbe Oompary respeciively, 1o order shat
they shonid soitle the Serms of the meolon
which weuld embrace the views of the Com.
mittee as deotded ®pon ; and the Committes
bad requested sk o member for Landon to ges
Sbat thees views were embracsd {a $hst
veotlon. All the member for Londoa had to
do with the matter had been this slmple

¢uty. When the scoilon h
it bad been sudbmitied nqa:: E:’:h:“a.:: :

e

mittes, and had boen found to contain nothlag
but what had besen deoclded upon
as ke jndgm;:t of the Oommllt.t::p A:i
atatemens o the oontrary was qu ppo

%o the fao%, and should be corrected 1a §he
fullest senee.

Mr, MEREDITH #ald he observed that 1§
was sfated in the article refcrred $0 by the
Commissioner of Public Works, that he (Mr.
Merediih) was the London solicltor for the
Toronto Bireet Rallway Company, He was
nof, and never had been, solioltor for that
Company In the smalleet $ransaotion, or for
apy member of it, or for any pezson connected
with 18, direotly or ledirectly, He had beso
praotlrg for filteen years, aud never had
snythirg to do, in any way, with the Messrs
Kiely, who, he urcderitood, wero interestel

in that company.
CONSTITUPIONALITY OF PROVIN.
CIAL LIQUOR LAWS,

Mr, CLARKE (Norfolk) asked whether 14
was the loteniion of Government o $ake pra.
ceedings as would bring before the Supreme
Court for ¢ eclsion, she qaestion as $o the oon.
stitutional validisy of Aots of the Oasarlo

ture, which purported $o regulate, re-
m. or prohibis, I:lli:um sale or traffio In fer.

mented, vinous, or spiritaous liquors,

Mr, MOWAT nsald one of the questions in.
volved In a oase which was lately before the
Supreme Cours was, or might have been, the
oonstitutional powers of she Ontarlo Lagls.
Iature In regard to this master, but the Sa-

Court had decided that they had no
]ulmlhtlon $o try that particalaroase, A
new oate involving similar questions would
be before the Courtimmediatelv. in which
Mr, Severr, one of the brewers, rs fod |
bis clsr, and the osss In wlog‘llil'
hon, frlend was s0 muoch fngerested
would probably be then decided,

LICENSE INSPEOTORS IN RIDINGS
WHERE DUNEIN ACT I8 IN FORCE, |

Mr, LAUDER saked whether the Govers-
men$ intended to appoint or re.appolant
Hcense commliesloners and Inspeotors for
ooucties, or she various ridinge of countles
in whioh the Act iuslly called $he Daukla

Aot was In foroe,
Mr, MOWAT —-We do,
UNIVERSITY ENDOWMENT FUND,

Mr, LAUDER moved for, 134, a statemsnt
of all preperéy belorging $o the Endowment
Fard of the Unlverddty of Teronto, Ualver-
sity College, snd Upper Canada Qollegs.
2a0d. Statemert of the Income derlved
from sald property from 1867 &> 1876,
Inolusive, showing weparatoly the f{a.
oome for each year. 3:d Alto, ths
sopual expenditurs in detall of  sa'd
funds respectively, durlog the same parlod
It wastike éuty of the barsar o’ thave lastl.
tutlons to pres-nt a statemens of the fiaancas
o $ke Lieus .Governor ia Councll, bui no
such return appeared to hava beea male
snoce Coufederaulon exospt fa 1863 9, aund
Shat was vos printed, He saw uo reason
why a statemeni of the fuad should no$ bs
published along with tne oteer Proviaolal
acoounts each yrar, The cffislale wsrs Pro-
virclal cfficers, appsloted by the Llens .
Governor, and $he Houss ought $o know the
amourt cf thelr anlarles,

Mr, CROOK 3 sald hs quile agresd wlth

the purpors of the motion, It was olearly
&n oversfght that the requlrements of

She statute had not been ocompli
with, The Instisution '"mp :E
ublic as aoy depariment of ¢he
vernment, and 15 was imporsant thay all
matters connected wish 1§ « ould be uader.

8%00d, which they oould nos
were 'imught dozn and ::lntt:l. ——

Mr. MACDOUGALL sald he should have

thoughs tie financial operations I & ‘
$ution should be nndu'p the ounolrolh:!hgln

ter of Eduocasion,
Mr, CROOKS sald $here
:;in;ir g down the ntnm: P
r. MACDOUGALL asked who w
sponsible for she mansgemeng of the “U:t

versity eatate,
sld all such matters restod

Mr, CROOK3 ¢

th the Liousenant-Governor inC
were reculated by Orders in Om:l?uu’m

a:p::;l.hlmy rested with the Governmens of
The motion passed,
RIVER TRENT WORKS,

Mr, FERRIS moved for a retur
f the
oorrespondence besween the G b
She Dominion and $he Guurnmn::: m:; n%:f

Sarlo, relating %o the transfer of th
TrentWorks to this P
i P ] :ﬁﬂ::' by the Dominion

&
Sala the grouand on whish she D
Government had opposed the tu::?:: I: '




