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| gives details limiting the pewer of the inspector
as to entering on land sown with grain, and al!m
- makes the juspector liable to a fine for nevlect in

discharging his duties. . i
The comnittee rose and reported the biil with

!
. amendiments,
: SUPPLY.

The House in Committee of Supply, Mr. Me-
Cranev in the chair, passed the following items: —
Lieut.-Governor's office, $3,980, no increase ;
Executive Council and Attoruey-Genoral’s De-
partment, salaries and expenses, 814,638 31, n-
crease of S608 34: Eluecation Department, |
£20,679, increase $1,583 74 ; Crown Lands De-
partinent, $46,360, increase 1,460 ; Publie
Works, $17,8%0, increase $20) ; Treasury Da-

partment, 817,610, incr:ase $150 ; Deapartment
of Agricaitare, $1,400, no incriase ; Secretiry
and Registrar's Doepartment, $14,100, increass
2400 ; Reristrar-General's Delmrtmeut. &8,729,
inerease 400 ; license and admimswration of jus.

' tics, £3,200, increase S150 ; immigration, 1,600,
no increase ; public institutioms, $5,225, increas»

- R95 ¢ miscelianeous, £16,700, decrease $1,200.

| The Committee reported progress, and the

. House adjourned at 12:10,
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEES.

- Amendments to the Synod and Rectory
Sales Actk.

—— e ———————m

THXX BILL, REFPORTED.
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The Private Bilis Committee met yesterday,
Mr. J. M. Gibson presiding. The first bill taken
up was the Bill to amend the Syiod and Rectory
Sales Act, affecting the Diocese of Teronto.
There were present to promote the bill, His
Liorashio the Bishop of Toronto, Ven. Archdea-

;cun Boddy, Revs. A. J. Broughall, Jehn Lang-
try, and A. Williams, with Mr. James Mac-
ennan, Q.C., and Charles Moss, ().C., solicitors.

Messrs, J. K. Kerr, Q.C,, B, B. Osler, Q.C., and
H. D. Gunble opposed the bill on behali of the

rectory and churchwardons of St. James' Cathe.
dral, Tue preamb.e of the bul sets out th.t
in order to enable the Incorporated Synod of th
Diocese of Toronto to effectually execute th
righis, powers, duties, and trusts conterred and
reposed 1 them by an Act entitled, *' Ad
Azt to Amend the Synod and Ree
tory Sales’ Acus affecting the Diocese of Toronto,”
and other Acts, 1t was desirable and necessary
that the lands dealt with in these Acts be vested
in that incorporated Synod, Under the first
clause of the bill the lands over which the
Svnod had powers of sale were vested 1n the
1 Synod, and the secoud clause providod that the
rents of unsold rectorias vacant sincs March 7,
1878, should ba pad to he Synod. A nu nber of
petitions were read from the chureliwardens ot
St James’ Cathedral, and the Farl of Ouslow
~and H. E. Beanet, both of England, objecting
to the passage of the bill, the former on the
grounds that vested rights would be interfered
with, and the latter because they held some
$65,000 1n debentures ot the rectory of Si.
J ames,
The CHarrvay suzgested that it would be bet.
ter to bring about an amicable settlement of the
dispute between the parties if possible, before the
Comnmittee took action on the bill, Thohe judgment
was only a judgment in the first instance, and
he understood that it was tha intention of the
defendants to aj peal to the Privy Council,
Mr. Morrts agreed wi b the suggzestion of the
chairman. LHe was in favour of aliowing the
Bill i stand till Monday next till the prowotars
and oppounents of the bill could come to an
alnicabie sottlement,
~ Mr. OsLER stated that the Cathedral author.
| ities had alwavs been willing to arrive at & fair

sottlemenc. (Laughter) He said the reverend
clatmantsmizint Llaugh, but it was a hungry laugi.
They tuad offered to refer the inatter to an
arbitration and named the Chief Justice of the
Province of Untario, but thut offer had been re-
fused. The claimants had determined to get all
the taw would give them. The defendants
believed that the judgment would be reversed
" " by the Privy Counecil, It was a serious matter
~ with the people of St, James' Cathedral to de-
| prive themn of these receipts at once, as they had
gone into debt to build the spire to the extent of
some 870,000, which would not have bren under-
taken without this endowment. They were
prepared to recomwmend a seitiement as follows:
—The rector was given 85,000 a year by lav,and
they were perfectly content with a proper dis
vizion of the funds, which ware left amonz the
existing churches and the Cathedral.

Mr. Maclennan did not azree to any such pro-

. pOIi'I.IUII. THH}' came bafore the Ru.iiway Com-
‘ mittee simply to get their rights.  He did not
gae any use of an adjournment for the pur-
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the litigation in the action of
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Considerabie discussion followed as to what
effect the lezislation asked would have with the

case latelv decided, and which was proposed to

be sent to the Peivy Counci!, and a ¢

pose of atternpting to coms to a solution of the =
difficulty. Ho cited the history of the case from o
1866, when the question was first discuss =

ed. 1ln 1878 legislation had been passed

giving the late Dean 35,000 per annum and de- | E_ﬁ-
claring that the surplus should be divided. | b g
Every person thought that this was a settiement | " &

of the matter until the death of Dean Grasett a4

and until Canon Damonlin was nut in his place,




