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to take it, he said that it would have been
untair to let the whole Proviace have the
benefit ot it, as it belonged really to the
city which he represented. He had given
the money as a donation to the Hospital,
and theretore his name had not appeared in
connection with it. He claimed that the
conversation was rcally a private one, and
' that he had stated to the hon. gentleman
" tbat he was the first persou to whom he had
1: spoken of the matter.

' Mr, FRASER ridiculed the idea of the
hon. geutleman being so particular 1n
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nection with the gift of the money, and
then coming aud in the hearing of several

gentlemen speaking of it so that all might

hear.

Mr. SINCLAIR said it seemed strange to
bhear with what ease the gentiemen learned
in the law got over the rule of the llouse
prohibiting members from using language
which would be offensive to others. They
spoke of the epithets which they would use
towards each other were they oatside the
walls of the House., When he heard them
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speaking thus he sometimes wished
: they would go outside aud use
| the words thoy spoke of, or

if they felt it incumbent upon them to re-
tain their places, that they would not at-
tempt to violate one of the best rules of the
House under such a fimsy pretense, (Hear,
hear, and laughter.) ln the matter of the
indemnities, he thought the Government
had been ill-used. Hethen pdinted out the
circumstances under which the increase
had been made, and how the motion of the

- Treasurer to reduce them to the old stan-
E | dard had been defeated, He considered the
L course of the Opposivion not by any wmeans

al a fair and mauly one,

Mr, MORRIS said that It was perfectly

obvious that when the session opened the
Government had no intention of reduciug
the indemnity, and were only forced to do
§0 by the strong opposition to the increased
| amount exhibited in the countiy and by
| members on that side of tne House, He bLe-
lieved the country would give them no
credit for making the decrease,

duced into the debates, and trusted thut the
example that had beeu sct to-night would
not be followed,

Mrv. MOWAT pointed out the strange-
ness of the position takea by the hon, gen.
tlemen who had just sat down, that it did
away with the propriety of the action of
the Government that the decrease was made
in obedience to the wish of tho people, He
wag surprised also at an old Parliamenta-
rian like the Lon., gentleman blaming the
Government for not luserting a refercnce
to the indemnity ia the Speech from the
Throne. It would have been quite out of
place to promise a decrease there, The
hon, gentleman Lad also stated in
the most positive manner that the
Government had had no intention,
before the House met, of decreasing the
indemnity, The bon. gentleman could
have no possible means of knuowing the in.
tentions of the Government oa the matter,
They had had the matter under considera-
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other course than that which they had
adopted. 'The increase In the indemnity
had certainly not originatad with the Gov.
ernment, aud it had only been decided
~upon oa the understanding that it would
' be tully coucurred in by all the members,
' The Government had been waited upon by
deputations of members asking for au in-
crease, and they had acceded to the re-
. quest,

Mr, DEACON contended that the Gove
ernment were bound to give the Opposi-
tion notice that they intendea to reduce
| the amount of the indemnity, in the same
way that the Opposition had given the
Government notice in & former sesgsion
tbat they iutended to move for
a reduction, Tho fact that the sum for
\ lndemaity to members was the same in the
- estimates for 1879 as it had been in 1878
was a proof that the Government had not
mtead= ! Lo reduce the sum,

Mce. WOOD uarrated the circumstances
under wich . Gover osent lncreased the f
indemnity Lo asn.a e Opposition ,
whethers. 8 nola matler i § ¢ play that
the Gov. e . shoald bave nad the same
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lrank notice that the vu. 4itien iutended |

keeping his name from appearing in cone-

He re-'
gretted that conversations which had oc. |
curred outside of the House had been intro- |
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to move to reduce thie indemnity as tuey had
had of the desire of the members to bave it
increased. He explained the wmauner 1i
which the sum appeared in the estimatos
at the same amouut which was paid in
1878. Theestimates for 1879 were printed
with the same figures opposite the items
as 1n 1878, and when chapged to the hgures
at which they now stood the total was left

the same as in 1878,
Mr. MEREDITH asked when the change
in the figures was made.

Mr. WOOD said the policy of the Gov-
ernment was so well understood that he
himself had changed the figures without
consulting his colleagues, as was the prac—
tice with other items,

Mr. MEREDITI asked whether it was
made before or after the meeling of the

- House,

. Mr, WOOD said that he was not prepared
| to say whether it was made a week before
or the week after the meeting of the House.

Mr. SCOTT said that the hon, Attorney-
Geuneral had placed the matter in an en-
tirely new light, It appeared that the
House had been acting a farce during the
earlier part of the session, which might
have been prevented by the Government's
I anunouncing the policy which they had, it
seemed, intended to pursue in regard to
the indemnity, He contended that the
Government should have given the Oppo-
sition notice of their intention to muke a
reduction,

Mr,. FRASER said that the manner in
which the motion made in the earlier part-
of the secssion was brought forward was

- what he censured,and he would not bave
objected if the Opposition had given notice .
- that at a [uture stage they would move to

reduce the amount, The breach of faith

¢ir the part of hon. members opposite was

the bringing forward as a motion of want

of conlilence a resolution condemn-

ing the Government for what they

themselves were  equally  respousi.

ble for. He had always defended

| the increase in the indemnity, and e would
always continue to do so, and nhe thought
that if members of the IHouse had stood by
| one another, public sentiment would not
| have gone so strongiy in the direction in

wiich 1t had goune,

- Mc, MEREDITH coutended that the le-
 Klliwate counclusion from the action of the |
Government was that they had endea.
voured to gaimn credit for a re-

tion before the opening ot the House, and |
had determined that they could not takeany |

duction im the imdemunity., He point.
ed out that no mewmber of the Govern-
ment had during the debate on the motion
moved by the hon, member for South Sim-
coegiven any intiwmation that they intended
Lo place a reduced gum 10 the estimates tor
1879 for iudemuity to members, 1f any
such notice had been given the motion ot
the Lon, member for South Simooe would
have been at once withdrawn, It had been
said that the leaders of the Opposition had
spoken in 1avour of the increase, Ie ad-
mitted that they had, but ho called on the
hon, Commissioner of Crown Lands to say
whether they had not done 8o in con-

sequence of some statemeonts which he had
made,

~Mr, McLAWS said that members oppo- |
site had suid that no one on that side of
the House was prepared to move a reduc-
tion in the indemnity, He himself had
becn pledged to move in the matter, and
thero were hon, gentlemen on the other

side of the House who were well aware of
the fact,

. Mr. CLARKE (Norfolk) moved that the
item in the estimates, « Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery, £400,” be struck out. He also |
zave notice that in Concurcence he would
wove that the amount in the estimates |
to pc voted for the Inspector of Registry
Ollices be struck out, He would thus give
Lon, gentlemen opposite an opportunity of
exbibiting their desire for economy. He
been charged with not stating that he
| would move for a reduction in the indem.
| Bity. He quoted from a report of his
spcech in the Norfolk Reformer to show
that he had declared his intention of moy-
ing at the proper time to have the indem-
nity reduced. The hon, member tor North I
Benfrew had also cnarged him with being |
the author of the round-robin, but he
stated advisedly that that was true us
the stateracnt he had just now nailed as
false to the counter, He had been told
that that hon. gentleman was one of the
parties who had pressed the Goyernment to
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