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'ONTARIO  LEGISLATURE.

Third Parliament—Third Session.
TEE PROROGATION.

LecieLATIVE ASSEMPLY,
The followir.z is the conclusion of Wed-
nezday’s proceedings i—
Mr. CAMERON desired to be informed as

to the determination of the Government it
the 1llouse should be adverse to the regsolu-

tion,
Mr. MOWAT—We would withdraw it.

Mr. MACDOUQGALL (Simcoe) expressed
himoelf a8 being perfectly free in vote on
tLis question, as he had had no professional
dealings with the young man siuce the
matter had come before the ];Je_gis-
lature, , Believing that the  positions
claimed DLy the young man were not
getisfactory he withdrew from the case. The
Attorney-General ought not to have chnyged
the young man with any guilt or crime,
which would prejudice the House against
him. Jt was desitable that as this was a
case of precedent cautious steps should be
taken. There were two facts evident :—
Oue, that there were no legal heirs 1o the
property, and, sccoud, this young man Was
the natural son of Audrew Mercer, 1le pro=
ceeded to enquire into the grounds on
which the Government proposed to perpetu-
ate & relic of feudal and barbaric ages;
and he desired to know why this property,
which byallmoralrightwashis,should l.lﬂthﬂ
given to the young man. Petitions FIE“ﬂd
Ly 10,630 persens bad been prepared in two
or three weeks and presented to this House |
m favour of giving the wholo of this pro.
perty to (he natueal son of Mr. Mercer. Fun_r
thousand people in Toronto & gned the peti-
tions ; one thousanrd in the county of York ;
one thousand five handied in the county ol
Carleton ; two thousand in South Simcoe ;
nine hundred in  North Simcoe; and others
elsewhere. After quotiog from the evidence
taken respecting this case, he said that
the young man was worthy of con-
sideration on his own account. Ilis family
had also to be considered, for he was the
father of three children, His verdict in
conclusion was to give the whole of the |
property to the young man under proper
couditions,

Mr. BETHUNE referrod to the knowledpa
of law possessed by the deceased, Andrew
Mercer, and thought it was strango that he
sheuld not have made a will it he desired
to leave his fortuue to his son, unless he
was labouring under a vepugnance to MR
ing a will. It might be injurious to the
youug man to give bim the whole of this
property: and perhags in ten years he wou'd
have been ruined by those who surrounded
bim. Thirty thousand dollars were to be
given to the young man, and surely that
would be a good start in hife for a young
man, He then cnumerated the benefits
which would result from establishing the
Provincial Leformatory for Fallen Women,
end a Provincial Pye and Eav [nfinmary. The
tule of the civil law in England was only to
give one-twelith of the property to natural l
childres, |

Mr. SCOTT agreed with the hon, member
for South Simcoe (Mr. Macdougall) that |
the Government did not propose to
deal  sullicitntly liberally  with the
yourg man, After making further re-
marks, he moved in amendment that the
following words be added immediately after
the figures “1878” in (he second line of the
tesolution :—4“ Save and excent that portion
w relates to the np;impriaﬁiunu from the
vesidue of the estate to the amount of $100,-
000 towards the erection of the Andrew
Mercer Lyeo and Ear Iufirmary and
to the erection of the Andrew Mer-
ser Ontario Reformatory for Females, and.”

Mr. HODGINS explained that the Crown
had been too hasty in the matter, and read
from the stalutes 1o show that the money
should rewnain unappropriated for ten years,
50 as to prive the heirs to the sametime o put
in their claims, It secmed to him that the
Government had acted hastily in regard to
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bringiug the matter down trom appeal be-
fore the time determined by statute ; also in
taking away tho statutory limi. as regards

We rights of heirs regarding real estate,

Mr CAMERON understood it was not the
desire of the young man to accept thethirty
thousand dollars; thercfore he would vote
to defer the matter for another year, I

might be unwise on the young man’s part
because a newr Governmont might treat him

harsher than the present one,

Mr. O'DONCGHUE desired fo know if
the Opposition would, shouid tLey go into
power, rcfuse to give young wman any-

thing?
Several HHION, MEMBERS—No,

Mr. LAUDER gaid that the hon. member
for Ottawa (Mr. O’'Donoghue) could not
have heard the specches delivered from the |
Opposition side of the House or he would
aot have asked the question, That hon.
member had questioned Andrew Mercer, Jr,
28 to whether he bad offered any hon, mem.
ber a consideration for advoeaiing hisclaims
on the floor of ths House, and such
vonduct ke characterized as improper. He
(Mr. Lauder) thought that fitty thousand
dollars would be nearer o fair amount for the

vourg man than thirty thousand dollars,

Mr. DEROCHE sympathized deeply with
the young man, and therefore he would sup-
port the scheme of the Government, The sum
of thirty thousand dollars at seven per cent.
would produce $2,100 per annum, and thai
was o lalr income for any man in this

country.

Mr. CURRIE enid that in giving the
young man the sum mentioned the
Government proposed {0 do  more
than his father proposed to do for
him. It must also be borne in mind tLat
the resolution proposed,in the establishment
of two charitics, to entail a permanent Lur-
den on the Province to maintain them.
Should the Government do more than the
lather had done, who left his son penniloss ?
]{fll believed that the Goverument had acted
fairly with the natural son of the deceased

Mr. Mercer.,

.Ml'. McMAHON thovght the Governinent
of the day bhad acted fairly by the young
mian, atud it would be wiser for himto accept

the present offer than trust to the mercies of
sothicr Government,

Mr. ODONOGIIUY denied that he had

made a chargo against any hon, member o}

the House ; and he cxpressed it as his beljef

that Andrew Mercer ought to have the
whole of the estate or none of it,  If he had

a right to thirly thousand dollers be had o

right to the whole of the property. If the
young man was the son of Andrew Merecer,
then givo bim the whole of the estate, Why
uot give the son one-half the cstate ?

Mr PAXTON agreed with the remarks
of the hon. mewmber who had just

spokon ; but thinking thet halt a loaf

was better than none, he would support the
Government’s scheme,

; Mr. FLESHER made a few remarks rela-
tive to the sale of a lot by Andrew Mer-
cer, Jr,

| Mr. MEREDITH wished to know the (Gov-

ernincat’s policy if the amenduent was car- |

tied.

Mr. JOWAT replied that the Govern-
ment couM only accept the scheme mm its
entirety o7 else withdraw it and consider
Othen,

The gmendment was lost on a vote of 28

ycas and 41 nays: g

The Committee tt‘i;grtml the resolution
and ofl the question o; its reception,

Mr. BCOTT moved in anendment, « That
while this House concurs 2 that part of
the resolution which proposes io 7ive An-
drew Mercer the sum of $30,000, it s, of
opiuion that it is not expedient to apply the
residue of the estatc in the way set forth in
the said resolution, and therefore recom.
mends that that part of the resolution be
uot carcied out,”
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