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Then, for the first time, 1t Was gaid thao this Act
of 1878 w.s ultra virves, as this Governmont had

o authority to pass that Ack
- {::ullnl%lt.‘l'iblﬁ ltiinuu:i-li-:u followed as tn what |
effect the lesi<lation asked would have with the
case lately decided, and which was preposed to |
b sent to the Privy Council, and a clause was
nserted in the bill, to which both parties
agreed, that nothing in the Act should ** affect
the litigation in the action ol Langtry v. Du.
moulin, now pending in the High Court of Jus-
tice of Ontario, or the rights of the parties in
question therein,”

The bill was then ordered to be reported.

MUNICIPAL COMMITTER.

The Municipal Committee met yesterday,
Hon. Mr. Fraser presiding. Tho first bill taken
ap was that introduced by Mr. Meredith to
consolidate the Mumicipal Act of 1833 It was
decrded to strike out the ciause increasing the
number of members of Boards ot Police Uom-
missioners in cities and towns from three to five,
The bill was reported with some amendments,
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEES.

Amendments to the Synod and Rectory
Sales’ Act.

THRE BILLIL, REPORTED.

———— e —— T —— il

The Private Bills Committee mot this morning,
Mr. J. M. Gibson presiding. The first bill taken
up was the Bill to amend the Synod and Rectory
Sales’ Act, affecting the Diocese of Tcronto.
There were present to promote the bill, His |
Loraship the Bishep of Toronto, Ven, Archdea-
con Boddy. Revs, A. J. Broughall, Jehn Lang-
try, and A. Williams, with Mr. James Mac- |
lennan, Q.C., aud Charles Moss, ().C., solicitors,
Messrs. J. K. Kerr, Q.C., B. B, Osler, Q.C,, and
H. D. Gambla opposed the bill on behali of the

rectory and churchwardens of St. James’ Cathe-
dral. The preamble of the bul sets out that
in order to enable the Incorporated Synod of the
Diocese of Toronto to etfectually execute the
rights, powers, duties, and trusts conferred and
reposed in them by an Act entitled, *' An
Azt to Amend the Synod and Rec:
tory Sales’ Acts affecting the Diocese of Toronto,”
and other Acts, it was desirabie 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 cover which the
Synod had powers of sale were vested in the
Synod, and the second clanse provided that the
rents ot unsold rectories vacant sinca Muarch 7,
1878, should be pad to the Synod, .\ number ol
]wtlliunﬁ were read from the ri!'.II't:In\.'.-l.l'lI*.'-IH of
St. James' Cathedral, and the Kl of Onslow
and H. E. Bennet, both of England, objecting
to the passage of the bill, the former on the
gruundﬂ that vested r]gi:t-a would be interfered
with, and the latter because they held some
$65.000 in dJdebentures of the rectory of Bt
J amnes,

The CHAaIrMAN suggested that it would be bet.
ter to being about an amicable settlement of the
digpute between the parties if possible, before the
Committee took action on the bill., The judzment
was only a judgment in the first instance, and
he understood that it was the 1ntention of the
defendants to aj peal to the Privy Council.

Mr, MoRrR1s agreed wi L the sugzetion of the
chairman., He was in favour of allowing the
B:ll to stand ull Monday next Gill the promotors
and opponents of the bili could come to an
amicable s«ttlement,

Mr., Oster stated that the Cathedrai author-
ities had always been willing to arriveat & faur
seltlement. (Lav«hter). He said the reverend
clamants might laugh, but it was 8 hungry laugh.
They bLiad offered to refer the matter to an
arbitration and named the Chief Justico of the
Provines of Uatario, but that otfer had been re-
fused. The claimants had determined to get all
the law woulid give them., the defendants
believed that the judgment would be reversea
by the Priay Counecil. 1t was a serious matter
with the people of St. James' Cathedral to de-
prive them of these receipts at once, as they had
goue into debt to build the spire to the extent of
some £70.000, which would not have ben under-
taken w.thout this endowm.ent- T'HI‘T wero
Ill'"llll‘tll L I"K‘HIHH:I";,I A seltieinent as follows:
—The rector was given 3,000 a year by law, and
they were perfectly content with a proper dis
vision of the funds, winch wore lejt amonyg the
existinzg churches and the Cathedral.

AMre. Maclennan did not agree to any such pro-
pofiion. Thuey caane bofore the Railway Com-
mittee simply to get their rights,  Hs did not
see any use ol any ad journmentl for the pur-
Lumr-nf attemptinge to conia Lo O ﬂl:iltiiﬁll Ol thﬂ
Jdifficulty, He cited the history of the case from
1866, wuen the question was first discuss
ed. In 1878 legislation had bden passed
giving the lite Dean 385,000 per annum and de-
cluring that the surplus should be divided,
Every person thought that this was a settlement
of the matter until thie death of Dean \srasett
f::T'l an*al Caoon Danlin was itk in lis nlace, |
1,"*“‘.'_- tor TI*"'_H"W time, 1t was said that this Ace
ol ..'[Z"';H Wil 1"ilra Tiv

rees, a8 this Government had
ne authority to pass that Aect.




