reply. He was " therofore,
“member

for Dl: uld have wnndar-

that supporters of the Government had not |

taken up much of the time of tho House with
speeches. _
- Mr. Whitney—I thought you were an inde-
pendent member, so my remark would not ap-
plé Lo you.

everal members on the Government side ot
the House at once shouted that “‘they woro all
independent on that side of the House,” and
Mr. Garson made Mr. Whitney regret his in-.
terruption bf pointing out that his words
showed clearly Lthat he did not, at least, regard
himself as an independ ént mewmber,

Col.Clarke, the ex-Speaker, made an effective
hall-hour speech. He dwelt on the fact that
forty years ago he had written in the pressin
favor of tho use of the ballot, and when elected
to the House seventeen or eizhiteen vears ngo
he had worked still more actively on behalf of
it. He congritulated several members of the
Upposition,then and now members of the ifonse,
ou their conversion Lo the ballot sys.em. ‘They
werc wnot all so favorable to it then. "The
experience of the existing system had proved
it a success. Had it béen otherwise the tlouse
wonld bave heard of it before this. Kven the
introducer of the bill bad failed to show any
advantage to be derived irom the bil), and he
fearod that 1n his (Mr. Wood's) advanced
period of life he was becoming as radical
as his leader—tLhat he was  seeking
new worlds to conquer and that he was
losing that steady conservatism that had dis-
tinguished him  throughout his career.
(Laughter and applavse.) He yvielded to no
tman in his desire for an etlective ballot. He
had seen scenes at clections that made him a
believer in it. He had once even seen a man
shot down at an election, and for this and other
reasons he wanted the ballot, But the ballot
systemy that prevailed was, he thought, in
covery way salisfactory asmd eflective, and
Lhere was no nccessity for Mr. Wood's bill or
the changes propesed Ly it, Col. Clarke re-
ferred to the fact that the system of Outario
was Lhe sameo Lthat prevailed 1m the United
Kimgdom,
and it was au ipsult to the people of Oantario
Lo say that they were not tit to be trusted with
Lhe same ballot systemn as the people of Great
Britain and Ireland, (Applausc.)

‘“he shining lights of the Uppesition had now
all spoken, und others besides, so the House
had next 1o listen to a specch from Mr, Hess,
he German wember, who spoke good-temper-
Egllllj, but not briliiantly,in favor of Mr, Wood's

ill

Mr. G. B, Smith drew attention to some of
Mr. Claucy’s extraordinary statements, as, for
inslance, that the oaths of the election officials
were IHimsy pretexts behind which they
screened their actions, and again, that every
votein his ridingcould beidentitied, Hethought
thie people of Mr. Clancy's constituency should
e made awaro of the fact that he had made
such statemeuts in the House, They cailed,
Fowever, tor no refutation. That was carried
on their face. Going onto discuss the ballot
sysiem Mr, Smith showed that Mr. Wood's
bill contained no advantage over the existing
system, bul would rather bring about the sane
siutling of bailot-boxes which bad taken placeo
ia Toronto on Lhe occasicns Lo which Mr, Har-
court had referred.

Mr. Ballautyne, in a few vigorous, pointed
remarks, showod that secrecy was not the only
object of the ballot, nor the main object, save
1 50 far as it would prevent the intimidation
that could winke place under a non-ballot sys-
temn. MHe refoerred Lo the wholesale bribery and
intimidation that had taken place before the
preseat svstem was introduced, and to its ¢n-
tire absence now, and warmly denied the in-
sinuations of the member for North Perto that
extensive intimidation had takon place in that
constitueucy, which adjoiped his own (South
Perth), and that in that way Mr. Hess had lost
a good maay voles, as he claimed., If there
bud been any intimidation thereo it had wot
pecn practised by Kelormers.

Mr., Marter continued on behalf of the Op-
| posilion, talking along the usual line of argu-
| ment. Half the House paid him the doubtiul
compliment of vacating their seats as soon as
he got gu his feets. The House had had enough
of it and the division took place as soon as Mr.
Marter had finished, everybody fceling, no
doubt, that he had salisfactorily disposed of
the maltter.

The division took place on the '“'six months'
hoist” amendment, moved by the Attoraey-
General, and resulied as follows - —

YEas.—Messrs, Allan, Armstrong, Awrer,
Ballantyne, Dishop, Blezard, Bronson, Cald-
well, Clarke (Wellington), Conmee,
Dance, Davis, Drury, DUryden, Evanturel,
Ferguson, ield, Fraser, Itreemain, Garson,
. Gibson (Hamitton), Gibsen (HHuron), Giliuour,
Gould, Graham, Guthrie, Harcourt, Hardy,
' Leys, Lyon, McAudroew, Mcikay, McLaughlin,
MeMaheo, Mack, Muoackonzie, Masier, Morin,
Mowat, Murray, O'Counor, Pacaud, Phelps,

No fault was found with it there, |

Dack, |

e T S —

| Rayside, flobillard, Ross (tluron), Ross (Mid- |

diesex), Smith (Yorx), Snider, Sprague, Sirat-
ton, Waters, Weod (Brant)—£24,
NAYS.—Mesars., Biggar, Blyin, Clancy, H. L.
Clarke (Toronto), Craig, Uruiyihtum Cruoss, lell,
Fronch, Hammell, Hess, Hudson, Ingram,

Iierns, Lees, Marter, Meacham, Mercaith, Met-

calfe, Miller, Mouk, Morgan, Ostrom, Presion,
wrke,

—

and Mr. Balfour were the only members of the

Liberal parity absent, and Mr, K, F. Clarke the
absent Conservalive., Mr. Clarke and

only \
Mr, Chisholm had paired,

The criginal motion for the adoption of the
the samo

bill was then declared lost ou
division,
PUBLIC LANDS ACT.

' It was now about 10,15, but the House never-
The ilrst
taken up was that of Mr, Creighton to amend

theless proceeded with public bills,

the Public Lands Act, The bill is simply this:

ing words ;=" And no grant shall

the Leogislative Assembly.*”
~ Hon, Mr. Hardy saw no objoct in the bill,

" nor any goed

lonlaw, witliwhichalso no fault had beeun found,

_aie i

—*That section 13 of the Public Lands Act is
" hereby amended by adding thereto the fullow-
be made
under this section for sny of the purposes

aforesald until the proposal to make it has tirst
- been submiited to and received the upproval of

purﬁon that could be gained Ly
enacting it. The Fublic Lands Act had worked
well since 1842, and was similar to the Domin-

Swiath (Frontenac), Stewari, Tooloy,
Whitney, Willoughoy, Woed (Uastiuge), Wylio

It was a strictly party wvote, Mr. Chisholm |

ol £°01

- Grey and Mr, Meredith, too,
discoverthatit was so bad as they now declared

v Lhe rest

- Lhe
| sel

Ject of the bill,

centre of the oty that the

of the city without t)
b, iemselves

orked e cellently in its present mF“
that thero was,

and

- ¢hanging it.

therefore, no reason lor

Mr. Meredith objected to the mentioning of
the Domjnion law in connection with the

subject, and endorsed the changoe proposed by
Mr, Creighton,

The Attorney-General said it was very quecer

that after this Jaw had beoen on the statute

books tor half a ceritury the miember for North

should suddenly

it Lo be. {He was a pretly constant reader of ‘'he
Kmpire, he said, and he had not noticed that
Mr. Croighton had condemned this measure in
the colutuns of that journal, That wmight be
accounted for by the fact pointed out by his
hon. friend the Commissioner of Crown Lands,
that thesame law prevailed in the Dominion
as in the Province. Viewing thoelaw in the
light e now professed to, it was strange, 100,
Mr. Mowat said, that during all the years he
had sat in the House he had made no ¢ffort Lo
svcuro information as to the workings of the

t Act, The Attorney-General insistea, as My.
Hardy had done, that the preseul law worked

well, und that thore wis no necessity fora
chauge.

somewhat to the uurEriiu of the House, Mr.
Meredith or Mr. Creighton, or both of them,
demanded a division, which, howevor, re-
sulted even worsoe for them than the first. The
figures were 56 Lo J1 against the bill. The list

was the samoe _as the fiist, with the addition of |
Balfour 10 the majority and

the name of Mr.

the dropping of Mr. Miller from the ranks of

Mr. Meredith to those of the Aitorney-Gieneral,

which gave the Governmont a majority of 2a.
Then, at 10.50, the House adjourned,

REFORMATORY AGE LIMIT.

The bill which Hon. A, M. Ross introduced
to-day touching the Outario Reformatory is
one of considerable importance, particularly in
80 far as it affects tho action of Magistirates
under the Dominien statutes. At present a
Magietrate may commit to Lhe Reformatory
lads under the age of sixteen. ‘T'he Provincial
statutes piace the age limit of lads that may be
cominiltted at from 10 to 13, but in spite of this
Iands cutside of these limits are frequently com-
miitted and received inte the Reformatory, the
Provincial authorities not disputing the quos-
tion. The present hill proposes 10 make 15 the

“mivimum age at which boys will be reccived

into the Provineial Reformalory, and it 1s prob-
able that mere aldention wil bo devated to the

enforcement of these limits. This will do away
with the existing evil of agsociating very
young buys with lads much older and much
inore hardened in crimmo than themselves.
M“H!EII'H}M will hinve Lthe option of sending
l“”ﬂ?”liﬁﬂldl.‘ of the limit now nsde, namely, 13
Lo 106, either to the Industrial School or to
prison, I‘hu‘ biil will also provide ineans for
Lhe Lransposilien of a lad from Lhe Industiyial
wehivol 1o the Re lorwatory iu case he is found
Ulllnanageeble 1in tho former institutiion.

THE DULMAGE MATTER.

In Tue Groer's report of Mr. Aubrey
Vhite's CXamination before the Public Ac-
connis Commitiee, the misprint of a word
"“f"‘l“ him say that * the collection of moneys
(by Mr. Dulmage) was irregular, and the only
eXcuse that could be urged for the irregularity
was that things generaily in connection with
the Department were in” such a chaotie con-
dition. . The word “department ” should have
%‘mﬂn Cdistrict ” or “* disputed territory.” What
' “' White gave the Committee to understand
Was that owing to the territory being in dis-
pute the Department had not dealt with it like

ol the Provinee aud did nor i
o 'O _ ntend
duving so until it Was Hually decided to be On-

tario s, and therefore maltters i
o s, 3 TS 1 Lhe territor
werein a etate of chnos, o

LONDON SOUTH TO BR ANNEXED,

Mr. I\]L‘:I'Edllh S bill for the amalgamation of
London Soulh with the City of London came up
for discussion and for tinal action this morning
before the Private Rills Committee. There
wora several deputations—two in favor of the
amalgamation coming respectively from Lon-
',Iﬂ“ Scuth and  from London City, &nd
A third  coming from London South
iﬂ‘ Oopposition o amalgamation, 'There were

yesent representing tho unionists: —Messars, K.

v Lameron, Thos. Alexander, John Marshall,
. J. Blackwell, I, Parnell, J. =, Dewar, W.

_ Itow, J. D. Clarko, John Pritehet L, Mayaer Tay-

lor, and Alderwen Taylor, Meule, Jones. Gar-
ratt, Heaman and Anderson, "The “antis”
wererepresented by Messes, J. 1L Minhinnick,
Chas, Hutchinson, 1,
John A, Blackwell,

John Osborne, Adam
James Brown. Mr.
proceedin;rs with a

Halurgﬂ Shaw, £. Green,
Murray, J. Luney and
Meredith commenced

arguments advanced against the nre 3
amalgamation were by it;-Il}'h;.si'uIlUL’ia:-—ﬁhﬂ?fhg
peopie of London South are saligfled with their
present position, and will accepl amalgamation
VIl DO terms whatever, Last summer it was
admitted the people of London South were
cibarrassed to kuow how they were going to
Proviae tllpluz-t*h‘ﬂ"ﬁ wiih water, and thus there
sprang up in the village a feeiing in favor of
&iunexation to tho city, which wauld solve the
dilliculty, A consultation with the City Coun-
.i:l! look place, and Cor nittees were appointed
W the two municipalities to meet together and
dl:iﬂll:i_:l matlers relating to the proposed an-
nexation, 1t was subscquently discovered that
under the Municipal Act London South could
HOrrow momney thut would enable it to supply
itself with waler, and so, for that purpose
amalgamation was ro  longer cuhaidurmf
necessary by the entire community of
sinaller municipality. Eminent coun-
were comsulted, and » division soon
aﬂlna about amoong the beopie of London
South, some being for and Sume against amal-
gamation, Asit was no longer necessary, it
was held by many that i was um-aahum:hm
that the people of London South should sub-

Jeet themselves to a change wuich would raise

their nssessment by tifty perec ,

Ltion uluir_nf-d to repreac}nt{) prut::letl:t;! l:?}tiﬁgu;n-

lent of $408,706 out of o total of $800,000 ot
On the other slde, it was claimed Il;nt Lon.

don South is in such close Proximity to the

Poople get practi-

of the heavy ex pmﬂlﬁai
Payiug any of

o cost, Most of the p

South, it was urged, do buﬁiﬁe?:t;nn{éf"dﬂn

aud on general grounds it was right and

cully the full benelfit

R

B. Leys, W, J. Clarke, |

brief explanation of the ob- |

: Then the “antis” had the floor.
Mr, Hutchinson dclted as spokesman, and l.hr.; !

city,
pro- |




