rich man driving to his favolred church in his
coach and the pvor man being refused the privis
lege of riding on the street cars on Sunday, but
} e believed the latter was better withovt that
privilege, because if hie had it, the men connected
with the street railways would be compelled to
work. If thus Bill had no stronger ground than
the moral reason to recommend 1t, that would be
guttictent. If he had his way he would stop|
ruuning trains on Sunday, but he was not goiuw
that far, but merely asking thal Sunday excurs
sion trains shou'd be prohibited runming. He
exniained that Lis Bill proposed to do away with
._._\;I;;ur.qiun-a on the Sabbath by railway or steam-
boat, then 1t provided a peaalty for infringe.
ment, and finally it provided that the Bill should
not apply to ferries and steamboats employed
therecoui.

Hon, C. F. FRASER said be had hop:d when
the hou. gentleman introduced this Duld th.t he
did it for the purpose of eliciting discussion, and
not with the expectation that it would become
law during the present session. He now appres
hended, however, that the hon. gentleman pro=
posed attempting to bring it into efiect, and he
rose to say that so far as he was idividually
concerned he was entirely cpposed to the legisla-
tion. He was oppoused to it because he thought
they had no jurisdiction in the premmises, because
they had no right to say whether ratlways should
operate on Suuday or not, and if they had no
jurisdiction with respect to railways he appre
hended they had none wilh respect to steamboats.
He was opp ~ed to it also because ke thought it

was in effect class Jegislation, and that
of the worst kind., It would bhave the
eiffect of working entirely against the

poorer c'asses, The rich men would laugh at the
law, because they could have their pleasure in
apite ot it. It would pen the porer classes up in
their tenements, and instead of making the Sabs
bth a bester observed day would make 1t a great
deal worse observed. Ha referred to New York
and London, where the railways were kept going
on Sund v. 1here wasno man who did not work
on Sunday e:ither mentally or physically., The
Monday newspapers, which the hon. gentleman
read’y ware made up by Sunday labour: the

sold.er was out on guard on Sunday
even in times of peace ; thcre were
more policewen kept on duty than were|

absolutely necessary ; Her Majesty rode to
church in her carriage when iu was not perhaps
necessary ; the merchant sold goods which were
brought across the Atlantic by Sunday labour;
he sat under the pu pit even and thought of send-
ing out his commercial traveller on ,the Monday.
There was no more harm in a man going on a
Sunday excurrion than in hiring a boat and taks«
ing a row, or in going fora walk into the coun-
try, and yet in no case would they pretend to

|

' the guise

bring the law down to the lavel

Hon. O, MOWAT stated that on this point the
Government was not a unit. 'he House had not
to consider whether art schools or museumns
should be open on the Sabbath Day, but
whether a certun kind of excursions should be
prohibited. This matter had been discussed very
fully and ablvy by the gentlemaa who 1ntroduced
the Bil', and bad referred to the faet of an at-
tempt having been made to obtain Dominion
iegis'a‘ion. He had in his hand the official eom-

| of these things.

- muaication from the Governor~sGeneril, pointing # Bill resp ctieg saw mills on the O .tawa Riter.

- out thatthe attempt tocreate a2 criminaldistine 1on
' between travellers tor plensure anud travellers
- for business was surrounded by insurmonntable
dithiculties, and that any other legislation on
| this subject shouid emanate from the Provineial
- Legisiatures, He stated the present law with
respect to Sabbath observance, and showed that
the principle of the Bill was now on the statute
book and had long been there, and the working
people had sanctioned and approved of the prin-
ciple. It was a well
clorgy, both Protestant and Catholic, were against |
Sabbath excursicns. He denied that the
Bill wculd be against the interests of the
W{rrkll‘.ﬂ E'.‘:.'.'IS'-'-L‘*I, Jand lllll'ﬁ'ﬂi that the ‘Jﬂﬂl‘.
part of that, the Christian part, were against
Sabbath excursions. Besides respecting the
scruples of the religious, their opinions should be
regarded. The opinious of the larger part of the
thinking men of the community was that it was
of great importance that the sanctity of the
Sabbath should be regarded, and that Sunday
should Le » day ot rest,

Mr, McLAUGHLIN supported the Bill, and
wonld 'O 50 far aven s to nhut up printing
offices on the Sabbath Day. From the humani-
tarian view he was in favour of _Sabbath cbservs-
ance., He would allow men tul'a‘ﬂk out,

’ Hon. C. F. FRASER-~Would you let him
rive !

Mr. MCLAUGHLIN—Yes,

Hon. C. ¥, FRASER—Then you will not stop
the one-horse trains,

}Ir: McLAUGHLIN, proceeding, stated that
the British Museumn wus not open on the Sab-
Lath, that he was not sure that even ome art
gallery in London was open, but he did know

that after the art galleries of Birmingham had
;J{:}]H opened by the popular vole on Sunday they
141

been closed again, and were now closed.
jl‘ulr. METCALFE was fully in favour of the
Bill, and in sympathy with the views expressed
ty the Attorney-General,
! Mr YOUNG expressed himself in favour of
| the BilLe So far as Canada is concerned he
| bsheved the country had the honour of paying
| due regard to the Sabbath Day. 1t would be an
| pnﬁn_r:ur}alathing iIf the Continental Sabbath as
1t isin Europe were mtroduced into Canada. He

bnown fact that all the | \j, "y\j.

thoughit there was a gradual progression toward
Sabbath work, and he contended that it might
continue until the working classes were deprived
of Sabbath rest and compelied to work avery day
in the week. _

The question of the second reading was then
put, and hve members not calling for the yeas
and navs it was carried on division. «

COSTS OF ELECTION TRIALS.

Mr. FERRIS, in moving'the second reading of
the Bill relating to the cosis of election trials,
said as the law now stood only a man pretty
we!l off or a very poor man could afford to run for
Parliament. e contended that as the law now
stood instead of the money being divided among
the electorate as formerly, it was divided
amongst the lawyers.  While there was no pro-
vision in the Bill to prevent any one going any
length to punish wrong and wrong~doing he
would not have the innocent suffer. His idea
was that the poor man should not be pre-
vented from becoming a candidate, It
was & measure which  afforded those
entering political life some guarantee that their
means should be swept away. The question of
who could sit for an alderman was easily settled,
and at the longest 1n a few weeks, while a mem=
ber of Parliament might sit ior two or three ses.
gsions before he was declared not to be elected,
What he proposed was t, take away this tempta-
tion to the legal prolession to protract the litiga-
tion in such cases,

Hon. O, MOWAT thought the object
of tha DBill w.s most geairahle. The
cost of election triuls was enormous,
Tins Bill, however, would not answer the

purpose intended, and therefore he proposed that
it should be referred to a comnmittee consisting of
some lawyers, who would frame it 80 as to meet
the object the hon. gentleman had in view.

Mr, MEREDITH pointed out that the ten-
dency of cutting down the costs would be to lead
to more suits being enterecd, and to more cor-
ruption being practised in eiections.

Hon, A, 5, HARDY said the House would
not do its duty if 1t allowed the scandal to lLe
continnued of such enormous bills being taxed under
of being agrecements hetween
solicitors and clients. lHe mentioned having
seen & bill to-day of §700 in a case wherelonly one
witness was called, and the trial only lasted a
day. It was g shocking state of things, and
fuuuszh to frighgeu men from entering political
ite.

Mr. FERRIS stated that he thought that he
could briug in this measure with a better grace,
inasmuch as he had no costs to pay in the case
against himself. The Bill was in the intereats of
such mnen as one whose bill he produced, and
which amounted to nearly £4,000, He moved
that the Dill be referred to a Special Committee
consisting of Messrs, Hardy, Harcourt, French,
Merrick, and Ferrie, Carried,

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES,

Mr, GIBSON (Hamiiton) moved the second
reading cof the Bill to smend the Ontario Joint
Stock Companies Patent Act, which was referred
to the same Cominittee as Nr, Ferris’ Bill,

SAW MILLS.
Hon, O, MOWAT moved the firat reading of

THE CENTRAL PRISON.

Mr. MEREDITH read seven cases of alleged
Lardalip and excessive punishmentin the Central
l'l‘h'-rl. He submitted that it was the duty oi
the Lovernment to substantiate or dizsprove the
charyg s,

: Hon. A, S. HARDY askel for a list of the cases,
The Governmont could have no interest in shield-
ing any one who had done wrongz. Jle would
bring the matter before hs colleagues, and let

cedith know the result bafore the House
FORM,

The House adij

ourned at 11:20.
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