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(By Our Owu Reporter.)
Webpxespay, March 7, 1988.
The Speaker took the chair at three o'clock.
FIRST READINGS.
The following bills were introduced and read
a first time: —
To amend the Municipal Act—Mr. Craig.
To amend the Municipal Act—Mr. Lees,
To amend the Municipal Act—Mr. Wood
(Brant),
THE TWO FRONTS.

Hon. Mr. FRASER moved the third reading
of the Lill to provide for the union of Front
of Yonge and Frout of Escott.

Mr., PRESTON moved in amendment that
the bill be referred back to committee, and
 that it be so amended as to enable it to be

| submitted to the municipalities interested, and

voted on and become law culy if approved by

a majority in each place.

Hon. Klr. FRASER defended the bill,
and insisted that the Lill would be for the best
interests of both municipalities,

Mr. WOOD (Hastings) supported the amend.-
ment and claimed that the bill had been uu-

and there were some incidents occurring in the
committee of which every member of that body
l ought to feel ashamed

| the meeting of the Private Bills Comnittee
when this bill had passed it, and remoembered

gentleman (Mr. Wood) referred.

| Mr. MEREDITH supported the amendment,
and in doing so claimed that the practice of
Mipisters of the Crown bringing in private
bills was most objectionable and wout to have
uniair influence on the committee,

Mr. GIBSON (Hamilton) said it was true
that a petition was prosented purporting to
represent the majority of the people of Escott,
aud, as far as the number of names was con-
cerned, the petition did so. 1t was shown,
however, that this petition was irregular, and
| that many of the names Lad not been placed
there by the originals, Other information
from deputations and other sources which was

tee to perceive that the large majority of the
people of Youge were in favor of the proposed
union, &nd that at the worst the people of the
other township were almost evenly divided on
the subject. As chairman of the Private Bills
Committee, he had no hesitation in defending
its action in connection with the bill under
discussion,

Mr. WOOD rose to explain bis reference to
what occurred in the committee.
| that while he (Mr. Wood) was addressing the

‘.

| insisted upon speaking, and the chairmau (Me.
Gibson, of Hamilton,) had allowed him to do
| 80 on the ground that the promoter of the bill
had exceptional privileges. The Commissioner
had also insisted that the opponents of the
bill should speak tirst and the chairman had
sustained them there also,
Hon. C. F. FRASER said that when he rose
in the committee it was to make a personal
explanation, the member for North astings
having charged him with making an unfair
statement before the committee. (e had not
~asked for any privilege ou the ground that he
. was the promoter of the bill, nor had the
chairman made any sich rulings. Then the
reason that he had asked that the opponents
of the biil should speak first, was that the
prowoters by their petitions had made out a
prima facie case, which required an answer.
Mr. WIDDIFIELD said ke usually was
able to hold in high esteem the ruling of the
chairman of the Public Bills Comuittee, but
after the decision which had just been called

into question he would not be able to entere
tain a similar view in future.

Mr. O'CONNOR said he had tried his besh -

to forget partisanship in connection with this

bill as in connection with all other bills that | veto question caused by the discussion of

and he had op. | resolutions the action of the

came before the committee,

{m&mt the hon. Comuissioner
Vorks and voted against
ticular bill, bus i was perfectly use-
less for hou. gentlemen on his side of the
House to attempt to suppress partisanship even
in committee, for hon. gentlemen opposite
thrust their party feeling into everything they
had to deal with, He thought the present at-
tack on the chairman of the committee WAS
gimply an insult to him, aud in him, to every
member of the committee, for it suggested
that the committee had been
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fairly pressed upon the Private Bills Committee,

Mr. HARCOURT said he was present at

no such incidents as those to which the hon,

laid before the committee enabled the cominit-

He said -
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- Field, braser,
Cdlton), Gilwour,

i committee the Commissioner of Public Works
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- cipalities applying to the
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ing with the ruling of the chairman. He
heartily agreed with and supported the ruling
of the committee.

Mr. GRAHAM, as a member of the commit.

tee, urged that the action of the chairman of |

the Private Bills Committee had been every-
thing that could be desired.

Mr. GIBSON (Hamilton) defended his ac.
tion as chairinan, and claimed that very few
hon. gentlemen opposite—not more than two
or three, he felt convinced—would agree that
he had been unfair in acting as he did. (Ap-
plause. )

Mr. MEREDITH regretted the personal
turn the discussion had taken,and felt bound to
say that so far as his experience went the
chairman of the Private Bills Coinmittee had
always acted fairly and impartiaily in matters
that came uunder his consideration, At the
same time he felt convinced that hLjs hon.
friend the member for Hastings (Mr. Wood)
would not have acted as he had but for a mis-
apprehension, which no doubt had been re-
moved by the technical explavation of the
chairman of the committee. (Applause.)

The amendment was then put to the vote,
Mr. Widdifield calling for a division, the re-
sult of which was as follows : —

YEAS.—Blylh, Clancy, Clarke, H, E. (Toronto),

Craig, Urecighton, Cruess, Fell, French, Hammell, |

Hess, Hudsoun, Ingram, Kerns, Lees, Meacham,
Meredith, Metealfe, Miller, Monk, Morean, Os.
trom:, Preston, Lorke, Stewart, Tooloy, Whitney,
Wilniot, Wood (Hastings), Wylie—29,

NAYS, —Armsirong, Awrcey, Balfour, Ballan-
tyne, Bishop, Blezard, Pronson, Chisholm. Clarke
(Northumber.and), Ciarke (Wellington), Coninee,
Dack, Drury, Dryden, Evaniurel, Feguson,
Freeman, Garson, Gibson (Ham.
Gonld, Graham, Guthrie. Hay.

eonrd, llardy, Leys, Lyon, McAndrew, MeKay,

Mebawughling McecMation, Mack, Master, Morin,
Mowat, Murray, Nairn, O'Connor, Pacaund,
Pheips. Rayside, Robillard, Ross (Huron), loss

(Middlesex), Smith, Snider, Stratton, Widdi fieid,
Wood (Brant)—50,
THE QUEBEC RESOLUTIONS,

Me. G. B. SMITH resumed the debate on the
couterence resolutions, He said that when the
Attorney-General had spokeu clearly and im-
partially upon the resolutions he expected that
the leader of the Opposition would act in the
same spirit, and that his wndoubted talents
would be wused in the sarvice of
the Province. But they found that
ounce again the hon. gentleman had decided to
put party before couutry. Unfortunately wheu
he led off by assailing the resolutions in-
discriminately, his followers were supposed

TO FALL INTO LINE,
Their great objection to the resc. -
tions seemed to be that they  did

not emanate from Ottawa ; that the represens
tatives to the IMederal Parliament were the
only persons who bad a right to discuss
changes in the Constitution, It that conten-

tion were sustained, how could any change be |

brought about? Did anybody suppose that

the Dominion Government would relin-
gquish any of its powers—a Govern-
ment which wWas constantlv seekinug

to belittle the Loeal Legislatures and to tres-
pass upoa their jurisdiction. They migh* just
as well
EXPECT THE OLD FAMTLY COMP®ACT

to apply to the lmperial Parliament for a re-
striction of its own arbitrary powers. One
gentieman on the opposite side had said that
this House was only a big County Couneil,
Thut was the first time he had ever heard
such words H]'I-r‘:il:u 1!_‘,‘ & mewber in this
House. The hon, gentleman hal compared
tiie action of the Legislature to that of muai-

guner. . One gentleman had said that the veto
mﬂf was required to check hasty legislatioy,
not the people of this Province understand

their own atfairs ? Was it generally ubnerweqn
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- Was a superior. man to
the Local House? On the other hand, the
mirion Parliament and Covernment contai
a large number of men who knew and ey
nothing about the aflairs of Outario, Ag g
the Senate, he believed that the whole Hougy |
was in favor of reforming it, and the only
question was a2 to the manner of the reform,
The change proposed by the resolutions wa
certainly
AN ENORMOUS IMPROVEMENT
upon the Senate as at present constituted, He
coutended that many of the resolutions whigh
had been but lictle discussed were of great
| importance, He mentioned the resolution
which sougit to conufirm to Outario and nthfz
Provinces theright to their timber and mineraly
That resolution might be of little moment to
gentlemen who cared nothing for the interess |
of the Province, but they would find that i/
, was of great interest to the people of Outacio, |
He hoped that before another Parliawfent
. hon, gentlemen opposite would tuke a different
view of these matters. (Applause )
1t being six o'clock the Speaker left the
" chair.

After recess,

Mr. OSTROM resumed the dehate. He op.
posed the (Quebece resolutions, and elalmed that
the true Retormers cof the country, those, he
said, who had fought for responsible govern.
ment, agreed with him rather than with the
hon. members on the Government side of the
House, and in support of his contention stated
that he had been assured of this by oue oid
Reformer, who had strongly condemned the
proposal to allow the power of disallowance to
revert to the liaperial Government, |

' Mr. MURRAY denied the truth of the
charge of partisanship on the part of the mem
bers of the Government side of the House,
claiming that the Attorney-General had made
every ellort to kcep party feeling out of the

debate, and that his eflorts had bee
rendered fruitiess immediately by th;
hon. gentleman who led the Opposition. The

hon. leader of the Opposition had objected w
the conference on account of certain elements |
in it which he considered objectionable, viz, |
the representatives of Quebec and Nova |
Scotin. The hon. gentleman (the Speaker)
dealt with the objections of the hon |
leader of the Opposition against these repre. |
sentatives, aud cluiined that they were sround. |
less. However, apart from all this, he said,
these resolutions would demand and woald
command the respect and attention of the
House, not of one side but orf both
sides, even were they the outcome of no
| conference whatever and had emanated simply
fromn the Attorney-tGeneral ; for the position
and character of that hon, gentlemaur were
sach that even then they would hiave had great
weight, not only with the members of the
House but with the country at large. Re
ferring to the question of Senate reform, the
hon. gentleman said he thought that the time
had now arrived when the Senate should be
' abolisned. He did not think the minorities
required the protection of a Senate. He him-
self was oue of the minority in this Province,
but that minority had always been treated

fairly. When an attack was made upon that
minority during the last election it re
coiled upon the heads of those who
made it. He thought it was evident to

Dominion Parlia. !
ment for changes in their Constitution. A |
moment’s thought would have shown the hon. ,

genticman that, while the municipalities were | i

the creations of the Local Governments, the |
Local Governments were depive! ivoni the

Sime source as the Dominion Goverament

| itself, and had an equal right o go to
i that source and ask lor amend.
ments to the Constitution. To

question,

might be reconsidered.
have other

of the country their we
0 make itself felt
The hon, gentlen
t s | cial
unfair in agree ./ that

say the Provinces had no right to agitate for
1'i=,u4:hl a change in the Act of Confederation as
would enable its original object to be secured

Was an argument that could only be used by
those who were blinded

had
ALREADY 1IAD SOME LFFECT,

- :
im he thought it was only reasonabie to attri-
uito to the agitation in conncction with the

theseo
vt i soug | \ Premier of the
“minion in calling the Ministers of Manitoba
to Ottawa for confereuce on the disallowance |
and it was not improbable that the
the Red River Valley Railway Rill
The resolutions would
and when they had
the Local Legislatures
ight would be such as
at the next general election.
wan referred to the finan.
_ the question and showed
had hbeen considerably the

veloiug of

eliccts, too,
been passed bymearly all

Il.-lslll:(.‘t
Cutario

of

T ‘ed with partisan feeling. |
he hon. member claimed that the resolutions '

the country that the resolutions of the conter
ence were calculated to promote the peace and
uuity of the Dominion. (Applause.)

Mr. WOOD (Hastings) said he regretted
thut the House had to take the resolutions
altogether or not ot all, Ile had had hopes
that they would have been considered
seriatim, becanse there were several of those
resolutions which he could most heartily have
approved of, and by the present course he
was prevented from doing so. He congratu:
lated the Hon. Attorney-Geueral upon the fair

and  impartial spirit in  which ke
had introduced these resolutions. He
allowed, and with pleasure, that the Attorney-
(reneral’s speoch had been throughount

most conciliatory in tone, and so far as ke
could judge had carefully refrained from utter-

side of the House could take exception on the
ground of its containing an element of part:-
sanship. His hon. friend the mewmber tor

course of his able speech on this wmatter, had
seen it to express a doubt as to the sincenity
of the hon. the Attorney-General in his ex-
pression of a wish to avoid anything in the
shape of partisanship. Personally he thought

the hon. member for London had had
no ground for such a charge, and re
gretted that it had been made. 1t had

been left,however, tothe hon, Minister of Edu-
cation to introduce party pelitics and person-
alities into the debate as he had freely done in
his attack on the leader of the Opposition,
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that the Federal member for a constitueney,
the representative fop

. » # |
ing & word vo which hon. gentlemen on bis

London (Mr, Meredith), however, during the |
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