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wrr:lr. (lancy, while not approving of t}l:el
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course of the government in the exercise
e appointive power.
ﬂfMtrt.l Gug];in said that the officials up in
his part of the province were the Htmn}f-
est political workers in support of tﬂ;
government. He favored the transfer o
the appointing power from the gmre:'n-
ment to the county councils. The motion

was declared to be “lost on a division.”
NYONE HAVE BEEN REFUSED.

cott, for Mr. McCleary, asked -
Hr:o :Ir:; Canadians applied for entrance
as students in the Agricultural college,
Guelph, for the present term and hee_r;
refused ? Have any persons who are nud
Canadians made similar application an

ed ?

be;f:; H?Jnr;}:ltm replied :—No student has
been refused admission to the college for
the present term. One resident of the
province and one non-resident have beén

mitted.
aﬂh‘lr. Ryerson got an order for a return

cshowing the number of dismissals, resiz-

l nations and suspensions of license coms-

missioners and inspectors for the years
1500, 1891, and 1892 ; copies of all papers
and correspondence connected therewith,

and Instructions to special agents, and
names of commissioners and lnﬂn-.?r'tutrs
Il

mided
so dismissed, resigned or suspen .
the causes of such dismissal, resignation

or suspension. _
THE LIABILITY OF FARMERS,

When the house had gone into com-
mittee on Mr. Sprague's bill to relieve
farmers from liability under the work-
men’s compensation for injurles act, M‘r.
Meredith made a strong protest. He said
tnat If the onginal act was based on o
eound doctrine there was no sound reae
son why any class should be relleree

irom liability. The object of the bill was
simply to cater to a particular vote,
Because the number of farm laborers was
numerically small, was it just that their
interests should not be as carcefully guard-
ed as those of their fellow-workmen in
the cities ? He did not Lelieve that the
farmers of the province really wanted
any such special favor as this.

Mr. Sprague peinted out that the posi-
tion of the farmer was exceptional, and
that he could not exercise the direct su-
pervision over his men that other em-
ployers could.

Mr. Wood (Hastings) said that he was
prepared to go back and submit him-

self to an agricultural constituency after
opposing the bill. He did not believe that
the farmers wanted to be put in & better
position than that occupied by other em-
ployvers of labor.

Dr. Barr (Dufferin) said that the act
had operated oppressively upon farmers,
who were placed at the mercy of their men.

He favored the exemption of those en- :

gaged in agricultural pursuits.

Mr. rraser confessed that he was not
able to find logically that any distinction
should be made between the farmer and
ary other employer of labor. The whole
of the agitation for this change arose
from the fact that the farming commun-
ity had been made to believe that it was
liable for a great many moee things un-
Jer the act than it actualiy was. It
was the common law that provided the
principal restrictions against farmers,
and not the statute law, and it was the
common law they were complaining of,
A government bill was now before the
British parliament which did not recog-
nize the doctrine of common employment
at all, and which gave every servant the
same rights of action against an emplover
as a stranger would have for injuries sus-
tained.

Mr. Rayside reminded the house that
the Patrons of Industry had petitioned
for the change provided for by Mr,
Sprague’'s bill. The act had originally
been passed because of the manner in
which corporations treated their employ-

ees. [t was not directed against farmers
at all.

| house,

\IR OLIVER SUPPORTS THE BILL. .
Sir Oliver Mowat said that for the first
time in a great many years he would
differ from his colleague, Mr. Fraser. The
farmers composed a most important part
of the community, and there was no
doubt that there was a strong feeling
against the application of the act to
them. They had made no complaint
against the common law at all. Since the
farmers had asked to be relieved from the
operation of the act the house should
not refuse to pass Mr. Sprague’s bill.

Mr. Hardy said that Mr. Fraser had not
the advantage of having been present
when the deputation from the fTarmers
walted upon the government, and pre-
sented arguments in favor of relieving
them from liability., 1t was then pointed
out that the act was not adapted to the
rural districts, but to the industrial cen-
tres. He made a strong argument in
favor of Mr, Sprague’'s bill.

Dr., McKay said that the hired man
lived with the farmer emploving him, and
that in case of an accident happening
to the man he was taken care of by the
employer, and provided with all the med-
lcal and other attention required,

Mr. Bishop said that when the act was
originally passed he did not understand
that it was to apply to any but manufak-
turers.

A The bill was passed through commit-
ee,

After recess these
through committee ;—

To amend the act to incorporate the
Kingston Street Rallway company—Mr.
Harty,

Respecting the Toronto & Scarboro’
Kleetric Railway, Light & Power com-
rany—»Mr. Smith (York).

Respecting the
Rallway company—Mr. Gilmour,

To incorporate the Hamilton Radial
Electric Street Rallway company—Mr.
Gibsgon (Hamilton).

Mr. Monk'’s bill to reduce the cost of
registering a mortgage from $2 50 to $1
came up for its second reading. Mr.
Fraser said that the proposal
the Interest of the loan companies alone,
as these used the old form of mortgage,
while outside the short form mortgage
was universally used. There was no
reason why a speclal provision should be
made to govern the registration of mort-
gages than of any other instrument.

Mr. Meredith supported the bhill, and
sald there was no ground upon which
opposition to it could be justified.

When Mr. Wood (Hastings) and Mr.
White had spoken in favor of the propo-

bills were passed

- sition a division was taken, resulting in

the defeat of the bill by a majority ot
20, the vote being 30 yeas to 50 navs.

Mr. Sprague's bill to amend the limited
parinership act was read a second time.

Mr., Waters' bill, to amend the act re-
specting the profession of medicine and
surgery was withdrawn, as the object has
been attained by the compromise that had
been arrived at in regard to the hill of
Dr. NMcKkKay (Oxford). Mr. 'Reid
withdrew his bill
the protection of game and fur-bearing

| animals, as its provisions are covered by
| the bill brought in by Mr, Gibson (Ham-
| ilton).

Mp. Allan’s bill fo amend the act re-
specting pollece magistrates met with
strong opposition from both sides of the

The object was to enable police
magistrates sitting as justices of the

peace to receive the fees of a justice of
the peace. During the very bried dis-
cussion that ensued Mr. Gibson (Hamil-
ton) informed the house that the appoint-
ment of Mr, Jelfs as police magistrate
of Hamilton was upon the condition that
he should withdraw from all practice as
a solicitor in the courts, The bill was
withdrawn,

Mr. O'Connor’'s bill to amend the judi-
cature act by authorizing judges to sub-
mit questions to a jury in cases of ma-
liclous arrestsand prosecution and false
imprisonment, was read a second time.

Mr. Guthrie’'s bill to amend the
Judicature act received its second read-
ing.

Mr. Meredith interrogated the govern-
ment as to its intention in regard to the
proposition made for the decentraliza-
tion of the courts,

Sir Oliver Mowat replied that he was
not prepared to state the policy of the
government on the subject., Some of the
judges had declared that it was quite
impossible with the present strength of the
bench to hold courts in London and Ot-
tawa. This was a serious consideration.

Mr., O'Connor moved the second reading
of a bill to shorten the publie sechool
summer vacation in rural districts. The
bill provided that the trustees in any rur-
al school section, by a unanimous vote,
might declare that the first term should
end on the third Friday in  July,
and that the second term should begin
on the third Monday of Augusi

Mr. McLenaghan opposed the bill.
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