) Hlens In
' theught, put a stop to many acts of in-

* L0 ~General agreed that it was very
important the Province should have the

Jurisdiction, but it was impossible to say

what the courts would ulti :
mat
In the matter. il

Mr. Mer

the Attorney-General concerned the con.

struction of rallways and did not bear di.
Feclly on the ease in hand.

oy r-Baifour briefly expressed his hope that
€Il the exact extent of Frovincial jums-

to settle the lo

Withh regard to the
: uestion o ,
Some five years bufll'urt_. n of drainage.

I":Hn.! passed a rallway dr
LLdtflg‘n}uf:llinery whereby drains could
bwltéu:::“ucmd along and under the road.
oy “.wlza:llwuys under certain restrictions
quﬁ”:;ltu‘l}.enm wilh the companies. The
v ut“dﬁ raised by the Minister of
ooy A Ottawa as to whether the Pro-
g - Hpuwer to pess such an act or
- A Was suspended until some ar-
ent had been agreed upon. Since

€en it has b .
palities S} abeyanc

anles r alnage mattors, have
U construct the works at thelr own ex-
pense, and subject to such terms s the
Companies chose to dictate, or else ap-

¢ar before the Raillway Committee ot
ttawa. He hoped that the question could
be scttled,

Mr. Warers then spoke. In drafting his
bill, he sald, he had endeavored to kKeep
Clear of the railway track. In the case
t0 which the Attorney-General referred
there had been interference with the road-
bed, but in this bill there was no such
interference. He thought it came under
the head of civil rights and privileges
which, by the B. N. A. act, are securea 1o
the Provinces. He had expected the rail-
way companies to object ; he had seen
the G. T. R. solicitor, Mr. Bell, who had
Fun over much the same objections as
those enumerated h_y" =ir Ollver Mowat

alnage act, pro-

JSut he did not care for these Argumentss

s to the cost, for it was a matter of the
lives and property of citizens. The Pro-
vince should have power to protect these.
ke intended to put one or two questions
on the order paper to get the opinion of
the Attaerney-General on this gquestion of
jurisdiction. He thought theye ghould he
full Provinecial control upon the drainace
question, and had remarked that the ralil-
Wiy companies were careful so to act as
not to raise the question of jurisdiction
in that particular. As the bill had not
secured the consent of the Government,
he wceuld withdraw it.

SALES BY AGENTS.

Dr. Barr (Dufferin) then moved the sec-
md reading of his bill to regulate the sale
Of g«cds entrusted to agents. He had
brougnt up a similar bill last session, he
said, and in the Legal Committee the opin-
icn had been expressed that it did not go
far enough, and owling to the lateness 'ul
the scession It had been dropped. In ac-
cordance with the opinion then expressed
h> had drafted this bill so as to make it
more elaborate. He then entered into a
short explanation of the bill, which was
decigned, he said, to Jl'--;:ul.ut:: sales be-
tween a mnanufacturer's agent and the pur-
chaser. The law, he thought, too mach
inclined to protect the manufacturer
against the purchaser. The bill wiped vut
many cases, and would, he

justice which arise under cases of barter,
the purchaser under present regulations
often belng obliged to pay twice over., His
ili went further, and provided remedies
for cases of hardship which often arise

' over the question as to whether the person

'-[TPI'EHLT the ;_:Hl_lli."-? Is the real OWlIlel” OTr

tnot He belleved the bill would benefit all

~wties,

Hdon. Mr. Gibson in reply expressed the
pinion that there Is no very strong feel-
ing in the country demanding such an act
in any case, Dr. Barr had taken a round
about way of getting at what he wished,
A year ago the bill to amend the revised
statutes in this particular had come belor:
(lle j«gal Committee, and doubt arose
over Its provision that agents might b
permitted to dispose of goods by barter, as
10 whether this amendment was in line
with the English act or went bevond all
Precedents, This year the bill was rein-
(roduced as a transcript of the IKngzlish
factors act, but did not repeal the On-
lario statate, If this went through thers
wouid be two acts in eyxistence which
Would in phraseology and arrangement
dMmetimes come in conflicet. Lhe course
taken was roundabout. On lo King into
the matter. he thought the matter could
he arranged, If necessary, by inserting the
fuired provisions as a sub-soction of sec-
ton 5 of the existing Ontario act, per-
Miling agents not only to s¢ll for cash
L also to barter. He thought it absurd
Y reenact the whole linglish act, but
?:'_fi‘;fht the bill should pass its second

g and be sent on to the Lezal Com-

Ill ;-:

g:vliun In this case was séttled it would
well at the same time tc¢ take steps
ng-standing case of the re-

with municipalities

*he Legislature

edith sald the case quoted by

2 Mr. Meredith remarked that 1ai of &he

-

Mty

% |
at YOAr

he Legal Committee had approve |
{ﬁll. hupt had asked Dr. Barr t; :‘;f; ;irl'ﬁhg
rd adopt the principles of the S erionls
English bill, and this Sess s
a dditic reproached for T

bil} was hit both wa ﬂ.h ok
scnable, he thought, Wh¥ A48 1
hered that when the chapter !n!thc* revis-
ed statutes was drawn up it was .‘1 ttt_*ag-
geript of the English law on the su l']t:L ’
and Dr. Barr's bill was in turn a tran-

a8 remems-

| =

-“”'ll‘ilrt of the English law as since anﬁl:"r
€d. If there is any co et WOTL
whose i:lmilniﬁf-rgﬂu}il"‘rw‘;‘“a“ can be fol
lowed. it~ 18 (ll‘r'ﬂﬂt Britain, and if they had
repealed the former act and enacted the
new one it was a sign that the change
should be adopted here. Section 9 of the
propcsed act Mr. Meredith, however, did
not approve, as he thought it touched the
question of the condition of sales, a ques-
tion not advisable to stir up on the eve of
a general election. Otherwise he was

friendly to the bill

The bill then passed its second reading.
T l—““.mmrs_

Dr. Barr then moved the second read:
ing of his bill to amend the Coroners
act, providing for the abolition in some
cases ol inquests upon vagrants dying in
gaols., He advocated this in a very brief
speech, claiming that the country is in a

humor for retrenchment and would wel-
come this saving. The present holding of
unnecessary inquests he thought an ex-
travagance, as would be apparent by.the
returns showing how many such inquests
had been held and what the verdicts were.
The returns, however, had not come down

| yet. There had been a time when this

was necessary, but that time had passed,

Hon, Mr. Gibson expressed some sur-
prigse at Dr. Barr's not waiting for the re-
turns he had mentioned. The number of
deaths in gaols was very small, and the
evil, if existing, was so very limited in
interiescnce. It 13 a safeguard to the pub

deaths occurring in public institutions.

treatment.

he could approve of the bill

away with inguests in such cases ;

such public inquiry made,

follow is

unfortunato and become A

the decreased protection.

Dr. Darr accordingzly withdrew the bill,
protesting, however, that the provision as
to physicians’ certificates would obviate all

danger of lll-treatment.
In the motion for adjournment, Mr.

Meredith =said he thought it would be a
#00d thing if some copies of the factory
act and compensation for injuries act
were printed in a ecnvenient form. Work-
men frequently wanted to see these acts
and could get possession 2f them only

by getting a copy of the statutes.

Hon. Mr. Hardy said he thouznt there
pamphlet

was a Bureau of Statistics

which included the bills named, and more
copies of this could no dAoubt be printed.
The House adjourned at 4.30.

exient that he could see no necessity for
[ic that inquiry should be made in case or

and while inquests were not alwavs held
in the case of deaths occurring in publie
institutions, he was not sure that it would
not be a good thing to have them. The
fact that vagrants have no friends is a
200d reason why there should be the cer-
tainty of public inquiry into their deaths,
as their lack of friends or social position ;
rendered them peculiarly liable to uniair
The expense was very slight.
A stronger case must be made out beruvw

i

Mr. Meredith agreed with the Provincial
Secrotary. There was a danger in doing
he re-
carded it as right that there should be
There are few |
cases, and the fact that an inquiry will
the surest preventive of cruelty.
[t is unfair that because a man has been
vagrant
he should not be protected. The passage
Wf the bill would be a retrograde step, and
the few dollars saved would not be worth




