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vince whea ; i Imuve-
vince when under the direct control of the ve-
al Government, would be justitiable on the pari

- -

Dominion Executive.” (Cheers.) _

?ﬂ:‘a MEREDITH—It was not Ontario that enter
Confederation, ,

od}iil:}u}).mm:m replied by askingZ if thf: pfesqi:it
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, formerly L{l‘ll!-: -
tuting the old Proviace of Canada, did naE L.utg
into Confederation. He asked if the hon. wen ‘n:
man undertook to prove by such ll:;ﬂll_lllf:jll Ifliﬂml’l]l['.l
ing that Ontario’s rights were diminished. iﬂ
was quite sure that when the leader of the Upposi-

tion came to consider that interiection of his he

— -
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ainst the position Whthl he (Mr lfun :
;ﬁu:aﬁn. He nuptg thouzht he had clearly shown
to the House that according to the B. ?"‘, A
Act. which was our Conas! itution, and according to

|
- * 4 " ow ® ll liut !
would not think it a good delence, and woul "

the highest authorities on  the relations between

‘von and the Provinees, the Doininion
| L?:lug}::n;::ﬁn to disallow Rills that were wuhlm
the comnpetency of this House o pass. lh: Lhien
proceeded to consider the excusos, not reasous,
us they were not worthy of that name, L:'L'-_f.r.l‘yy‘*
the Dominion Governmentin atiempting Lo justity

the disallowance of the Act Would any one =ay |

, peasons ! They were the resuli of a
ﬂﬁgure?lnuttempt on the part of the _.%llu_n_:-e.!;cr. 0l
Justice to make some sembiance of justilicaliun
for his action. Une excuse was that Elu.: legisla-
tion was retroactive, and interfered with a H..u.t
then pending. Would any hon. gentleman pre-
tend to say that they had not the rizht whllnn
proper limits Lo pass retroaciive Iu.:;HIulm:} ! bt
the Government of =ir John had not always ad-
hered to this rule, and if not, then they inust coine
to the conclusion that there was sonie motive t.hp.;
impelled the Government at Ottnwa to dis-
allow this Billother than a properone. !lu would he
able to show that when there was A& i.nwm-nm-_*:lnt
here in sympathy with the Goverument at Ottawa
this rule was thrown to the winds, and legisiation
that was retroactive and that aflected pending
litigation was allowed to go into force at Ottawa.

A CASE IN POINT.

e instanced the legislation relative to a former
registrar of the county of Bruce. It would be ie-
collerted that the registrar in questicit Was -;Em‘.*
missed Ly the late Sanditield ."flun}lutmid. I'ne
rewistrar contended that such dismissal was ille-
gal, and that the Government had not the power
to make it. and brought his case and contention
uto the Court of Queen’s Beuch. The Court de-

cided that the diswissul was illegal, and that Lhe

office of the registrar was a franchiss to be held
durinz the good behavionr of the occupant, Under
| this deeision thy resistrar was virtually reinstated
i his offfee.  Tha case was taken to the Court ol
| Anpeal, and waile it was pending, and belfore any
deision could he arrived at by that Court, the
Legi-lature, led by the late Sandfield Macdonald,
passed a law which provided that ** every regis:
trar  heretofore appointed or  hereafter to
be appointed shall hold offire during plea-
sure only.” So they had here a case of *l“"-'
clearest an ! broadest kind of retroactive leisla-
tion while ¢ 2ait was in prozress before the Court.
' an'! vet the measure was not disallowed by the
Dominion Government,

Mr, ME2roprmi—Does the hon. gentleman say
th ot it was hrousht to the attention of the Domin-
o overntuent !

lr. Panoe: a.kXed if the Hon. gentleman
meant to =ay that aliowance or disallowanece de-
pe wded on the fzet of the attention of the Minister
of Justice beins called to the Bill which it wuas
songht to disallow. He (Mr. Pardee) was under
the imptression that all the measnres were care-
Cfuliv reviewed and examined, keeping in view the
law and constitutional usage and practice. Not
that it was necessary that some person should call
the attention of the Dominion Government to
- every bill that was deemed to be objectionable,

Mr. MERegD!TH—NoO infallibility.

Mr. Fraser—DPliability.

Mr. Panoper continuing, said that he did not
argue infallibility, but the course pursued was
caleulated to create appretiension in the minds of
th * people of this country. It was calculated to
imorcss upon them that the disallowanece of Bills
dese led upor the political pressure that was
oo Ll to bear, becanse they found the same class
of | rodation ailowed when passed by frieuds aned
d's lowed by those not in nolitical syinpathy with
thei, Therewas even amore ziaring case than thal
of vae Hlegistrarof Brace, Underthe administration
of the late Johoe »andtield Macdonald a Bill was
passed providmmg ior the dismissal of county
yrdwes, [t was pointed ont at the time by Mr,
Vlake, who then led the Dopposition in the Ontario
Le gislature, tnat the Bill was unconstitutional,
I was contended that the Dominion Government
(ad the power toappoint county judyses, and they
slone could have power to dismiss them. Never-
Laeless the leader of the Government of the day
trwuzht the exigencies of the case were such that
Le was jastilied in passing the Bill, The LBill was
accordingly passed, and it went to Ottawa for
ratitication. One would have supposed that from
the nature of the measure, when it came to be
uiﬂu.-'-ullurml at Owtawa, it would have been disal-

JWO.

Mr. MEREDITH—Was not the first Bill disal-
lowed ?

Mr. ParpEE—Yes, but the second Bill, which
contained precisely the same principles as the firat
one, was allowed topass.  He would be glad if the
hon. gentleman could point out any distinetion
between the two Bills, (Cheers.) That Bill be-
came law at a time when the hon. gentlemen
Opposiie, occupying tha Treasury benches, were
insympathy with the Government at Ottawa. The
Sandileld Macdounald Government had 4o vecasion
Lo act vpon that Bill, and it devolved upon the
preseal Government to be the tirst to brine the
new law into use. The case was one in which
complaint was made agzainst a county indee, and
after an enquiry a report was made giving such
reasons as convinced the Government that he
ouzht to be removed., The Local (iovernment
proposed to act upon that report. but the Do-
tinion Government said the law was naconstitn-
tional, iuul they would not allow them to put it in
use. They wece willing to allow it to pass when
a friendly Government was in power. but the very
moment a Government unfriendly to the powers
at uttawa underiook to make use of the jll'm‘iaiuhg
of that law, then for the first time it was found
- that the law was uncoustitutional.

Mr. MEREDITIHI--Does the hon.

- rentle
knuw‘llmt in the report of the gentleman not

Minister of Justice
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a doubt was nx{.‘-rﬁé-;m;ad as to the constitutionality
of that Act, and stating that notwithstanding the
doubt it would be allowed to go into operation?

“Mr. ParvEE—Yes, but notwithstanding this the
Act was allowed. Here again was a case which
would eanuse the pecople of this country to become
distrustful,  llere was reasonable proof _that
the Dominion Government was influenced in
those questions by peolitical reasons, and he ap-

' pealed w the House and the country whether

there was anything more danzerous to bhe intro-

Cduced into our federal system than this element,

which would undermine and sap our provincial
and ¢ven nationul existence, as it would tend to
brea! o Confederation. Hon. gentlemnen oppo-
site ) . never ventured to say that the Sireams
Biil was illezal in whole or in part, or that it
atfected the interests of the Dominion generally.
The ground that they took was that the 13ill was
an oulrageous measuare 1n its provisions, and
oucht to be disallowed —rtt'.np :ﬁ;;;ﬂ'de a* all she
prineiples laid av/ L by Si* John Macdonald in
his report—and that the Dominion Government
could not do otherwise than disallow it,

THE NATTRE OF THE BILL.

Addressing himself to this branch of the casa
he asked the gentlemen opposite if they were not
carryving their argmnent too tar. When he (Mr.
dardee) introduced the Streams Bill in the House
he said that what the Government proposed to do
was merely to explain the law. They were
nervely by that Act deslaring what the law was. ”
it was found that the hizhest Court in Ontario
had decided that the Bill was merely declaratory
of what tne law was at the time it was passed.
Conservatives had been in the habit of clharging
the Reform party with want of respect to the

judges in the Province had declared to be right,

of thirty odd members, on the ground that the

judgzes on the bench, and here they were tound pro-

nouncing as outrazeous a Bill whieh the highaat1
The Chief Justice had given it as his opinion that |
the construstion pat upon the law in Bealo v.
Dickson was lerislation, not construction.

Mr. MErREDITH—Where was the necessity fog |
legislation il such was the nature of the Bill, l

Mr. PArpEE—~Public and private interests de-
manded that the peonle of this couatry should
have the moeans u} bringing the wealth of therr
forests to market. It could oniy be brougzht
through the rivers and streams, which are the
natural hizhways tomarket for our forestwealth.
It was evider. that if one man gol posses-
sion of a portion of the siream he was
« e to dictate to the publiec upon what terins
the, should be permitted to Hloat their timber
over ¢ and reluse such right altogether if
he so pleased. Having found out what con- |
stracltion was being puton tae law on this subjeet,
It was unpossiole for the Government to delay
dealing with 1, Coming to the question of com-
pensation provided in the bill, he proposed toshow
to the House that it was ample and just in every
resuect,. And that was the main cause of the Bill
having been disallowed. Oualy fancy the Min-
isterr of Justice of the Dominion Gov-
ernment  disallowing a Bill passed in the
Liegislature of Ontario by 4 majority

B I el R R T

method of compensation was not in accordance
with his view. The ecase was not such as would

Justify or warrant the Government in buying up

the 1mprovements, and the Bill pmmdmi the
fullest and most ample ana compiele compen- |
s1tion to the owners of these improvements.
What was the nature of that compensation? It
was provided that tolis should be levied, and in §
fixing these tolls they were to take into consider-
ation the cost of the improvements, the interest !
on the money, and the cost from year to year of
maintaining them, inorder that the compensation
inight be 1uliy complete. Was not that ample
provision, or was il such as to justify the Minis-
ter of Justice in saving it was so inade- !
guate as to call for disallowanece. Mr. Justice
IBurton, who dissented from the judzments. in
dealing with this question of compensation, had
expressed himselfl as follows :—**1n the main
appeal I am pleased to find that the other mem-
bers ol the Court have seen there way to the
allowance of the appeal, as a contrary conclusion
could not have been otherwise than disastrous to
one pf the most important industries of the Domin-
1on, The result is the public become entitled to
use the plaintiil’s improvements without compen-
sation, whicia was most properly secured to him
under the Aet which has recently been dis-
allowed.” (Cheers,) Ilere was one of the
ablest judges of the hghest Court in On-
tnro  sayving hat the ecompensation was
most properly secured by that Aet, vet hon.
gentlemen contznded that the Act was unjust in
this respect, and sulticiently so to justify a Minis-

terof Justice in recommending its disallowance.
l.Iliur. hear.)

HOW THE LUMBERMEN REGARDED IT.

Another important point regarding the Bill hon,
gentiemen seemed to overlook. It was introduced
carly in the session, but at the request of hon.,
gentiemen opposite the seecond reading was de-
layed week after week to enable them Lo ascertain
the [eeling of the lumberinen and the drifs of
public opinion rezarding it. The lumber~en of
Ontario were an intelligent and shrew.—7 class of
men, and yet, notwithstanding all the delay and
the fact that they were appealed to and copies of

—

the Bill were sent them., ot a single petition or
protest aguinst the passagze of the Bill was pre-
sented to that House, and unless the protest came
from Mvr. McLaren, not a member of the House
received a complaint against the provisions of the

' Bill, (Loud apnhlause.) Wi '

- Bill, (! "ig , it more conclusive
EFIHNIUEE Lh:lln!thul. could they have to prove that |
1¢ people ol this conntry demanded sue y

‘ Would it not bV vyen oo
that the Dominion Government w

: ! _ oL would have taken
;uu[n care in cr:ru.-;.tdqr_in;.: 1t3 disallowance, and
lave asked if any petitions had been presented to

the House aguinst it.  When 1t was certain that
lhnﬁlull vould pass through the House and become

_1:1}? Lthe cry came from nhon. gentlemen Opposite
I'he Act will be disallowed when it goes to th‘-

been supposed at all events

®

tawa,” and that threat was donbtless '

' : ess inspired b
gtﬁntlﬁnurl who Knew his politisal DWEII' at Uljéﬂ.ﬂ-'
wi. There was a bill passed b this H |
i'uurs ago at the instance of this very Mr. Me-

onse some
aren.  (Hear, hear.) Mr, McLaren owned cortain |

timber limits in the Kas! and 1 |

R 1@ Supn '
had a right to all the timber on g
allowances which were include

; the  road
d in the surveys




