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Question resRolved in the negativeb
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March lOth, 1880.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.

Rosse rRoloed itself Wsto Committee of the
Whole to consider the said Bill.

(In the Çaomaittee.)

MR..INTLLS : I tink that the amend-
ient of the first section by striking out

the 'vordsI and validnwoud eet sorne
of the, objections to the measure on ocdle-
siastical grounds. The measure would
then encourage the marriage as a civil
contract, and av e untouched the question
of its Gcrlesiastical validity.
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M. KAULBACII : I a-n in receipt
of a letter from a clergyman of the Church
of England asking for delay in the passage
of the Bill until the fri s of the (Ihurch,
in the various parts of t:e Province, may
have an opportunity of marning more of
its merits. I think it a iisable that this
neaiure should be delamlv.1.

MR. MILLS: I niove that ail the
wcrds after the word "lea," at the end
of the second line of the first clause, be
struck out.

MR. WELDON: There is this .diffi-
culty in the matter. This measure de-
clares such marriages to be legal, and the
Statutes of the Local Parliament compel'
officiating ministers to officiate where
there is nolegal impediment.

Mr. MILIS : We cannot cornpecl any-
one to perforn the ceremony, nr can we
say they shall not perforn any ceremony.
That is a matter clearly within the prov-
ince of the Local Legislatire, as it
relates to the solemnisation of marriage,
and one with. which we have nothing te
do.

MR. ANGLIN: It would be more
convenient if the hon. member would
take another mode of ascertaining the
opinion of the Committee on this point.
Some of us nay wish to.strike out the
words "and valid," and retain thu rest.

SiR JOHN A. MACDONALD : This
House cannot by legislation compel a
minister to perform a marriage ceremony,
r interfore in the matter in any way.
A part of that clause trenches very closely
upon the jurisdiction of the Losal Legis-
latures, if it does. not directly interfere
with them, as I amnot quite ,sure it does
not. I was much atruck by the line of argu-
ment taken by the member for Gloncester
(Mr. Anglin) the other day, and I am not
at all sure but that that section had not
better bo amended. I am strongly in
favour of leaving the clause as it will
stand as amended by the hon. niember for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills).

Mt. JONES : If this Bill is to be
passd, it had better be passed inthe shape
the hon. member for Bothwell proposes.
That is the only way that Bill can pass
this Bouse at all.

MR. LANGEVIN: I would observe
that, by this motion of the hon. member
for Bothwell, only the two first lines of
the clause will b left, that is to say, these
words:-"Marriagebetween aman and the


