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Monday, March 2.
The only event of a brief sitting of
the *Huuse to-day was a question of
orivilege, which was raised by Mr.
Whitney, as to the duration of Parlia-
nent; he brought up a case which oc-
“urred in 1879, when the Ontario Legis- ||
ature decided that the duration of the
Legislature depended on the date of |
he last writ returned, and suggested
:hat this would have a bearing upon
he present situaiion in Ottawa. Sir
Dliver Mowat replied that the cases|
were dissimilar in several points which
e specilied, and the matter dropped.
A few bills were read a first time as
ollows — :
Mr. McNeil—An act to amend the
iitches and watercourses act of 1804,
Mr. Richardson—An act to consolid-
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ute the debt of the Village of Mark-
ham.

Mr. Crawford—An act respecting the
L_fit}' of Toronto.

DURATION OF PARLIAMENT,

lTI'UH the orders of lhi‘ t]il}' IH‘“H.‘;'
~alled Mr. Whitney rose to a question
of privilege, his subject being the legal
duration of the House The question |
had come up with regard to the Legils- ||
lature in 1879, and the reason for his
bringing it up here was that it was
at present being debated a great deal
by the newspapers and Parllamentar-
lans with regard to the House of Com-
mons In Ottawa. The latter case, he
admitted, did not direetly concern the |
House, and he would refer to it only in |
20 far as was necessary. Mr. Whit-
ney then referred to the fact that by
the British North America act the
duration of the Provincial Legislature
{ie stated at four vears from the time
of the return of the writs: the lLegls-
lature, however, has power to change
thig differing in this respect from the
House of Commons, and there is an
arrangement that the writ for Algoma |
shall not be returned except between

the months of May and November., In |
18/ the other writs were returned nl'l:
February 2, the Algoma writ being re- |
turned in August. On February 2, 1879, |
the House had existed four vears from
~the return of the other writs, and the !
guestion arose, Sir Oliver Mowat held
then that the duration of the House
was determined by the date of the re-
turn of the last writ, and the House
accoraingly sat until four years and |
i days aflter February 2, 1875. In the |
Dominion election of 1891, Mr. Whitnevy |
ﬂl!{.l!:.‘{], the writs were returned on |
April 25, with the exception of that for |
Algoma, which was returned on June |
5, wWhile the House met on April 2.

two months beforesthat., Accordingly |
it might be argued that the House was
de facto defunct on April 26 next, and
the matter was being vigorously dis-
cussed. He personaily was inclined
to accept Sir Oliver Mowat’'s view that
the House would not cease Lo exist un-
til the date of the return of the last

writ. If the House of Commons were |
to decide otherwise, the decision would
have a bearing on the procedure of the
Legislature In 1879, and speclal acts t
legalize the acts passed after Feb.

1879, among which was the act incor-
porating Guelph as a city, might be
necessary.

Sir Oliver Mowat, in replyving. said
his hon, friend must have had in his
mind the time when he would occupy
a position at Ottawa similar to the one
he now* occupied. The question of |
privilege, which Mr. Whitney raised,
was one affecting the present House

. of Commong, and not the Ontario Leg-
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islature. tion of the dura-
| tion of Legislature in 1879 |
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“* two cases were -entirely diif

the facts on Wil
The duration of er body cou
from the time of the writs Deéin
‘urnable, not of their being a
returned. The Ontaric Legisle

o

" within four years after the last of th
" writs, namely, the writ for

was returnable, and therefore ui&,!,;_
the time specified in the British North
America act. On the other hand, the
' Dominion writs of 1891 were all ress
+ 'urnable at the same , and five
rears from that time will expire, on
the 26th o%<April. That was not the
snly thing that made the two cases
iifferent. The Dominion Parliament
nad no power to extend the term fnp .
which the House should endure, bu '
the Provinece had powes to extend th
tcrm for which the Assembly should
sndure, larger powers having been
granted to the Provinces than to the |
Dominion in that respect. There were |
several other material distinctions,bu’
those mentioned showed that the pr¢
redent ofs 1879 afforded no argumei
for the House of Commons of the pre- /
sent vear., He had taken the opportu- |}
nity of stating this in answer to Mr,
Whitney, but the question wa: net
ratter of privilege in this Houseé =
the prefent day. : ;
Mr., Whitneyv replied that he though
t would be mere proper to Interjec

in this way than to introduce it
the budget debate, - ,

The matter was then allowed to ==
drop. .
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QUESTIONS‘NSWERED.

In reply to questions by Mr.Langford,
Hon, Mr. Hardy said there had been
no returns for pine timber cut on two .
lots in the Township of Oakley, Mus-
 koka ; also that the Government had
sold the ** Back Pond” lot of 504 1-2
acres at §1 an acre. in the Township of |
k#lizabethtown., The purchas '
man named Smith, and

made in the Drdi ay
In reply to a gquestion by |
land as to the right®
resident in Canadsa #
Hage, Sir Oliver Mowat"
did not know of any cases
marriages had been perfor:
clergymen not so resident,
added that the Government
opinion that the restrictions of ti
bresent law were desirable in order to
prevent frauds. If cases had occurred-h#
in which marriages were solemnized ™
by foreign clergymen in ignorance of |
the law and the facts were cozamuni-
cated to the Government, they would
consider the propriety of some sort ofj
leglslation legalizing them. {
All the motions on the order paper !
were allowed to stand over. Mr, Craw-
ford was very much inclined to press
ils anti-remedial legislation resolution,
but Sir Oliver Mowat pointed out that
'L would be impossible to bring the
matter to a vote to-day, and go it was
left over, Mr, Crawford asked that a
:1:;! "w,,-,.. sop. it, and the Premier
14 Jlalk s A2 DL
4. - e b uht up any
Cra '
Sick 1
CC'leland’s, to™
by allowing tov
as that now E-njny , ,'ﬁ "
Ing certaln disputes settled by the
County Judge instead of by arbitra-
tion, were given their second readings,

and then the House adjourned at 3.55
.m.
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NOTICES OF MOTION.

Mr._ Haycock—Order for a return
.uhr_m'mg the cost of the machiner:
the cost of repairing and maintain-
ing the same in order and the cost of
raw material used in connection with
l!‘u‘r manufacture of binder twine in the
Central Prison, giving the ageregate
amount for each year from the begin-
Eaing of the said Industry to date the
:l;tn‘{nllﬁ‘ls annually paid as munmlsﬁiﬂnu
Or the sale of the product, the cost of
Hq:-rknges. frelght, salaries of extra of-
clals and all other expenditures in-
curred in connection with or occasion-

receipts from snlpﬂﬂum' the annual

during said eri
value of the Fnar{;‘uilﬁeizd s e
and stock on han

dustry was tran .
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