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in asking, and even demsndiig, at the han

the Dominion
award. Jt is true that after two of these rem

sirances had been send,

quite true also that it will ba said thal Sir
Macdonald has always been in
raitting the question to arbitration,,
that evea when ruqm:;t.odt tuhll:lrf F:r‘ e
sal was made 9 ul
:.m:::go of all the issues of the award to the Privy
Council, agthe very last momen

becomne
A PARTY TO THE SUBMISSION,

' irectedito pre-
We find too that his efforts ~ere directe _
vent this Province from obtaining her rights. 1

can scircely resist the temptation to refer to the «

-s that have been iuade on various occasions
::T::::];: ”thnt. Ontaric had no right to the du:l-
puted territory, 1 refsr you to eXpreasions Ews |
by Sir John Macdonald whiel merely is an indl
cation that as far as his powar went, Outario
should never have her rights, Lhere isone [amous
remark of his which has become his orical,

« Yot one stick of timber, oue acre of land, or.

lcad. iron, or gold, is there in Il:h!u
ﬁﬁ:ﬂﬁﬂhﬁ does ‘aot beloug to the Dominon.

He further says :-- - T
“The tribunal to which the matier.w: .

"lrl;l gobu-d tribunal, becanse it was not a lr#hunnl
of experts in the construction of statutes. No pr}t'l!
has u greater respect for the general and politica
ability of Sir Franeis Hincks thun mysell; no one
Lbasa higher respect for the hieh standing and di-
plomatie weight of =ir kdward Thornion | but
neither of thew is a lawyer competentto decide
upon the consideration of these statutes,

That is reported in aspeech of I'eb. 13th, 1880,
Mr. James Macdonald was at that time Minister
of Justice, and he said :—

‘“Many of us think that the conclusion at
which the Arbitrators arrived was not
justiied by the evidence. I am bound
10 express the opinion which | entertain,
aud entertain very strongly, though I <o so with
ditfidence, as every lawyer would who felt him-
self obliged to differ from the opinion of so emi-
nent an anthority us (Chiel J netice Harrison,

Sir Jehn Macdonald says :—

“*They (the arbitrators) were appeinted to settle
the true boundary, butl were not asied (o fix =
convenien: boundary. There was nothing there
w appesl from., A convenient houndary ecounld
only be settied by the joint action ol the two
Legisiatures, and the 1Mominion Parliament, or
(zovernmenr ', did not chovse to carry outl the
award made,”

He goas on further and says:—

“The effoct of settling the noundary between
these Provinces (by the Manitoba [ixiension 1iill)
will compel the present Government of Ontario to
be reasonable and not to insist upon a boundary
which canno: be supported inanv Court or tri-
bunal of the world. They will come 10 terini
qnicikly enough when they find that ther must do
80. 10 uie an expression which is common in
Scotland, it is “laod huangry " they are for that

country, and they ave resolved to wet it rightiy or |

wrongly."”
A TRIBUNAL FORMED.

But, Mr. Spaalker, we find that when the ques-
tion was submi.ied there was a tribunal
whese decision will carry with it weight ani re-
spect, and whrch has deci led thut, notwithstan -
ing the express dec arations of t .e eminent con-
sti utional lawyer, the boundary found Ly
the arbitrators was & good wvoundary, and could
be supported in a Court; and, morcover, that
the h.ghest Court of the reslm could support it,
(Applause.) Hoe goes on further :—
' " Anybody reading the case . i
mﬂa_t Wi Hlﬁhugll}' manayged an l!:;upiﬂ (:ihafhg T:}E
minion. An inferior man, thouch a respectatle
man in his way, Me, MacMahou, was chosen to ¢on-
duect the whaole case, instead of emoloying the firse
legal ability in the country, instead of the Minis-
ter of Justice himselr conductiug the case hefore
the arbitrators. The whole case was Lthrown
:::;*;_l“ﬂﬂlﬂ as if it had beendeliberately thro wn

Itis a remarkable fact that the very counsel ke

empioyed to conduct the case was this same M

McMahon, (Heir, hear.) Now, sir, | hrwaqni:i;
quoted these opinions purposely to annoy oyp
po'itical opponents or harass thewr feelings, but
s.nply to show to this Legislature and the People

of Ontario that he was not wlways favourable to |
domng justice Lo this Province, (Appiause.) 1 |
contend that ii the l.iberal Government of this |

Province never nas
‘ any other M\ i |

?ccnrdodhi to 1% than the isine
rom this one act of theirs

_ s, they |
::lil fi:am?dur:df Htu the hearts of the ﬂeap‘el?:' '

i i ] | : - '
tia Provh :"&Ir: ear, hear.) Tae (rovernwent |
“hﬂng and has persistently weged that it
I&'.‘l:ﬂd\hl?ﬂ her rights, and trom the time he tool: |
11 1 Mr, ."t[nwnt has been persistent In his ef- |
‘-_-rtn to ufm.e'cu and l.:: vet the rights of the Fro- |
1;::?1; h{.tpp;lula.} I'here is another question
ety 8% engaged the Attention ol the peop e of
- ;ﬂ ;uui:m,tgndt:hm!ﬂ IS mentioned in (lhe !
T - notwce that t : t
s < e P ére are no regrets ex.

THE RIVEIRS AND STHEAMS BILL

Lias been disallowed, 1 den’t thinlk that the Da- |

minion (rovernment wili di g :
It is & bill that rtc&ﬁ‘ﬂ:I Gisallow that bill agaun,

tion in this Honse, an
party has declared it to be of a very

character. Their o ans ha :
most Imiquiteus m:!;aur ———

honour  arising |

Al O

ds of interests ol tht- t.‘i’:::t:
Parliament, 2 ratification of :‘E: i&tiﬁﬂmthml i';t:l'““ of the country at heart and
the leader of the Opposis best acq much the country depended
. : ¢ tiane to tor- knowing l?"'.' .  wate it consideration
tion 3ud li?l:: “i‘?nr:?:f;:dth:l:1:astiun. It is on the lumbering :“tﬂ;; thz:i‘nﬂt;il:; ;;- the Pro- |
sake the Liberal part John grd said it was design (Appiause,) It is rather || | = 1 ary 16th, 1851, the leader of the Op-

fayour of sub- vince and passed 1L, to read the expressions position declared that :—

but we find amusing, Mr. Speaker,

and when :::‘tly ?3' }l!‘h.un taunts thrown

. Dill 13

 Lovernment) declared that
ok ts . the
| ada was what it was not.» o

Mowat has been anxicns all |

f this Province, although
fﬂ the people here—those

uainted with ita diversified wants, |

: iberal Conservative
rgans of the lﬂupnn the liberal

party, and the opinions expreste! by men who
?

knowl

‘hve rixbt of 1ndividuals wo use the improve
ﬁ&gntiﬂl;;h but that they always did ‘mt-ruduuu
i ot hallente e, ovarP L e

a sing
f::ndﬁ?i.ﬁu?x Finpire, any of the colonies, nr*l.nr ?‘f
ihe iates of the Union proposing Lo .!lm{i; nlﬁ“
mMansTrols Views as were contained in the

now beilore the House."”

“T'he Guvﬁlmam at Ottl.l:l in disallowing the
Act acted wiseiy and justly.

A lves upon their greab il myoe were the opinions l_uxpresud by the
VT prnfan:d:: nprui:tii?lﬁ?}:nn;;:w h':rn been numer- | I“E?“g lights of the Conservative party, and |

L Ft : 3 : ’ ith

et o iy ey i e s ke el e Eomcs, i

\lts of the decision upon the principle of the {f 0. 500t to this legislation, ha L { 3 T
bill—for it iy upon the principie ol the bill that | congratulate themselves that this vexed ques

the Privy (louncil has given a decision—are ench

per orgaus inspired

is sottled, and settled in a 1nanper

g to cause unbounded sa'isfaction to the friends apholding the mights of Ontario. ( Applause.)

Applause.) Now the news< || iy o Givth paragraph refers to a question,
of the. Province. ( Dph}_ my hon. friend the thi:k. that appeals not only to the peopls of this

p? '3 ther inspired by a || ». .. but has a moral phase, the quastion as
Opposition, OF ra .l . | T’rovince, bu .
i;:ti::' it;lttl'j;iw{ihi“h also inspired the policy of || 45 who has the right to

ar friends opposite, says -
ui Mr. Mowat's elearnoss of vision is an unhappy

THE LICENBING

uality. Tt enables him, perhaps, 10 Fee his im= Il ¢} otels and saloons in this Province, I may

yending doom, It did not enable himn to see that

; ; : he
i rion of Mecl.aren’s properiy by 1t
E}*,ﬂ?ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ,*ﬂ ¢., would be le?ding t-u‘th:!l; ;l:éﬁulta
It ve not ‘clearness o vision
:!;lﬂ:;miu;iuul concinsions when (3;:::_ Ep;uﬂll::ﬂ
1 ‘alve and sel the engine Qo ‘ : )
::telg:ltlt::: :pliu to he able so sce the inevitable
smashb-up at the end of the line. I

N ¢ . Speaker, it is pertinent to aslc |
:l'::l:l ‘iil{lr thapimnnl: tale piace ? Which party t
met with n catastrophe? W hich opinion was |
correct? ‘The leader of the Government Was ap-
parently better posted in mnntl_l.ut.mpal l'aw LT‘" |
the champion of the Conservative Party. (Ap-
piause.) The *M 41”7 says again - |
K (% vy in order to secure Lhis chancae |
(to 'I‘E:h:!ﬂn:lc::zr lyu assen’. Lo a paipable [aise *‘
hood.” |

Falsehood is very choice language.

|
«And sgree in round terms to the siatement that
that had always been the luw which the highest
court in the Dominion has deciared never to have
peen the lnw. Indeed, it would huave placed him l
fn the undesirable position ol aldiner and abeiting
in what the =upreuet ‘ourt unaplinously ﬂl"{,‘.ll_l,'l‘r'll‘
to be ao iujusiice it wus iulltm!-‘:iblt: (o canceive of
the Legislature contemp.ating.

“T'hey (Mr. Meredith and Lis party) recoOrni ze, l

I

—

and it is cheir sober conviciion, corroborated by
le w and precedent, that a Pru:vmc:ul ueasure im
moral v ita natuce, narefnlad o ite aliegations,
tescrediiable o the Uanadinn name, and disads
CHrGi s Lo e Pepiladdon wl Qataris vu bl ciznidy oe
L didasiowed a0 Udlawa as cunutrary (v Ilui.ulr..' N0y
and tha pablic intere ts.”
Y Wao eharge Mr. Mowar and his friend« with
| r“h“i'"ﬁ M. Meliarea, a Uonservsiito, Lo benent
Me Caldwell, & Urit.”
“The righteous canse eongiste of robbing Mr.
Molarentoreward Mo, Caldwell.”

“ltis well known that tho third edition of the
Cdopmed 108 S Bl containg the same brand of
Ctalsehoad on s fore (roul a8 those which preced- |
ed it This hies in the declaretion not mmerely that
all streams, waether uaturally iloatable or not, |
shiadl hiereafter be public stieams in law, but that
I S illl!- RiwWavs brrﬂ:] :hu ll“’- ~0 MILMIJIE POIRIE
trath conld hardiy be allowed to pass withont re-
| buke,  Accordingly Mr. Meredith placed on re-

cord,ae, . . . ltremains for the electors Lo
Piss sentenco on Lhe culprits.

Well, the electurs have passed sentence upon
| the enlprits, and they still ocenpy the U'reasury
benches, and the election whicn took place a day
or two ago (s anotier indication that they stiil
have confidenco in the Mowat A‘dministration.

(Applau.e ) Oa Febrnary 21st, 1883, the  Mail”
Salg S

h‘*[t. i9 anactotdownright robhery and sps iation,
Bt that is not all, The Streams Bill bears n the
facc ol it a palpable lie. It states tha't 10 have

' not so much to punish the Proviace of Ontaro

here say that 1 beliove the ieader of the Opposi-

! tion in this House has always maintained that
the (yovernment of this Provinca had the consti-

imtional right to deal with this matter. He
deserves the credit of having expressed strong

| convictions in that direction, but had his leader

-2 leader, perhaps, who has more inﬁu_tenr:u over
him than any other leader ever nad over
Liis subordinates —demanded that he should
change his views, he wouid no doubt
have done so as he aidl before on one occasion
aiter he had honestly and selemnly declared that
he must stand by the Government of this Prov-
inca in securing their just rights under the Boun~
dary Award. This is a question that has created
contusion ; it 18 a question that was wholly un.
necessary to ruise, [From the time of Coniedera-

" tion it has been understocd that the ’rovincial

authorities had the exciusive control of the grant-
ing of licenses, and it was clear that Sir.John
Macdonald determined upon the course hie took,

as this House, and the Premier of this
(iovernment. Onee sagein the Jeader of this
[.egiziature entered the confict, and once again
has he been succeasfu! in his contention, (Cheers. ) |
Now, Sir, it is u qu=stion who is going to repay
the licensed vietnallers, who hasve been paving |
their €15 into the hand¢ of the llominion Com-
missioners for licenses. 1t is true there are two
sels of mepectors, trat they have been liberaliy
paid from $450 to $500 avd upwards to carry out
an illegal act, contrary to the express opinion
that they should only have a nominal amount of
remunerat on, The Commissioners ot I{am. |
ilton paid themselves 8150, while ander
the ('rooks Act 825 or 330 a year is all the Pro-
vincial Comimissioners are allowed, which is
enough to pay expenses. Now, let us see what |
Sir Johin Macdouald's opinion was upon this

lic mse quostion, Tuis is takea from the ** Mail ”
of 1582 (= |

* But, wentlemen, 1 tell you as a lawyer, as n |
constitutioval lawyer--and it 18 with some pride
that | say 1 have never laid dowu ysel, since 1807,
# constitntiona! guestion which on reference to the
highest conutrs of the realmm bhas uet beeu sustain-
ed, and that 1 have not 1n ore case expressed a
constitutionui opinion, but that the highest courts

in this country and England have sustained my
opiulon.”

Tuese views, sir, were expressed before his
opinions conficted with the opinions of the
Li:beral Government of Outario. At Y orkwille,
the following question wes handed to S.r.Johu; —
“ Wlhat is your opinion of the oconstitutionality
of the Untario license Act !' Sir John sail

il

- — il —

e s

‘ustices, in decisions FAUE Y over twonly' vears
}].'"11,".{1"“”'1":“!! declared never to have been the JI
) .\', l
“The cherighied purposg ' |
_ of the Hardys and Par-
(ecs ta rob Mr, McbLaren in order to enrielr Mpe. |

}_;_nldwml." o iniamons a messure as the Streams
Al has been properly disailowed.” Unjus:

lesislation,”
And Mr. Dalton McCarthy speaks upon this
‘(uestion.  Heis, you luow, o leaaing light ol
the Uonservative party, and he says the Streams

|
|
!
’ besn the law whien four chief Justices and ten
1
I
|

Rl - w e o m =

”m:.\ I‘E:.\‘{'f'—b that 'viulatcg the laws of the land, and
sl Hates every principle that underiies the
crinient oi overy country., ‘Thev (the Mowat |

aw of Upper Can-

fmt}:ink it is well evidonced from this to the
peopie of Ontario that the leader of the ()n-
tatio  Government has at least & gnow.

ladee constifutional  law, and when |

ho expresse i : :
35€3 an opinion it will b col X
respect ; that 9 teceired with

bot at nover more will it be asserted that
;.ll:s :'r- ::t.f;n ot Canadian constitutional lawyeors
: $ aseat at lt)r,i_‘.nwn, but that it will ratheer be
u:und that he 1312 the Lozislature of the Proe
]"h’:uﬂﬂ of Ontavio, (Applause,) Aund that the
reader of the Opposition hera—who by the wa

'S & constitutional lawyer too—is not more wurtﬁ}:

of trust than the leader of | -
ment. He Lad nothing butthﬂ Ottawa Govern.

Sure and spoke of it in ter

ms parhaps as strong

: Ruage, it
2 bad known any terms stronger inilyl;i;: !

}}:iﬁifi*—hﬂ wonld doubtless have used them.

as he could find i :
g il | d find in the Enaglish lan

d vet the (“unlcrvnti\'e
undesirable I

al it was g
03 &measure not in the

ik Tl
H mf- the Government proposed that

that since Confedersution his deciston had oiten |
been given, as Mimster of Justice, on constitu-
tional questions, and 1in no =ingle case had his |
julgment bLecn reversed. l1le believed that the
(Urooks) Aet was not worth (hie paper it was
written on . Whenever the l.censad Vic-
tuallers brought the matter before the Courts it
wonld be decided that the Ac: was a usurpa-
Lo, and had no force whatever, and he wassar.
prised tho Guestion had not been pressed loug
before this. If he (Sir Joha) carried the country, |
as he would do, he would tell Mr. Mowat, that
nttlo tyrant, . « thathe would get a bill |
passed at Otlawa, veturning to the municipal- |
ities the power takken away from them by the |
License Act. He told Mr. Mowat that he would
talke the licensing power out of his hands
Mr. Mowat said he had not the constitutional |
right to do so, and Mr. Mowat has proven hims
seif to he right again in that particular, (Cheers.)
Sir John Macdonald said : —

“I never had any doubt that, when the question
was brought hefore the Courts, it would be decided
that the different Provincial Lezislatures had no
richt Wwhatever to deal with thar - ubiect licenses),
(the Liquor traflic), except for revenue purposes,
for the purpese of imposing taxation ior I'ro-
vioeial or muanigipal purposes, 1 expresse.the
opicion in Parliament years ago, and last
year | expressed it at a public meetins in Taronto
or vieinity,—=ir Jolhin Maedonald in the [louse of
Commous, Feb, 12th, 1833"

T - W w— —— =

[t is quite clear to every lawyer, and any man
who is not a lawyer, who reads the jnagment in
the Privy Council in the case of Russeil v, the
Queen, willsee that the very reasons on which the
Urivy Council decided that this Parliament had
the right to deal with the Scott Actare the reasons |
sho wing that the Legislature of Ontario had not
the right todeal with thai subject under the( rooks 1




