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anyt.hing to doc, whil hlias hrought mue into contact sacritices, lie says, the principles of Sabbath obser-
vith hmim. 'rite Irovincial Legislature or-Govern- -ance ; it is not stringent enougli ; if lie went in

ment of O(ntario have not met this case. They have I for -i Sabbath Observance Bill, lie wouhl give us
mide no provisions with regard to the pulication ' sonething stronger. I an quite willing to second
of Sunîday newspaper. I hoid iin my lhand a i, the ihon. gentleman's views in any respect in this
Sîunday newspaper pullshed in the city of regard. The Bill itself is not such a one in all respects
Toronto bv the Conservative candida.te for Easut I asI would desire, but in airranging a easureofthis
York. the .Smu/uy Wor/d/ of Toronto, the harbinger kind, you lave to conciliate divergent views. vou
of an evil swairm of foul birds whiclî mîay follow have to compronise your own views, or you cannot
iii its wake. I remnember when thet irst $undtilay get the Bill reported by the special conittee or
newspaper was pubilished iin the United States, secure the support of the majority of the House
wlichî Horace Greeley, the editor of the 'irimiiif-, (f Commonis. Some provisions have to be made
characterized as a scial demion. Whien e iiews- whicl people in favour of strict observance wouîld
paper otice itbiiihes a uinîday newspaîper. others not be likely to approve. Such> is the provision
are forced to follow suit : and if the Suil( Wior/,/ with regard to labour on newspapers on Sniiiday
is continuedi in Toronto. the day is not distant evenings after 9 o'elock, and also with regard
wlhen every newspatper in that city will havé its to milk delivery trains. As the houn. inember for
Sunday edition. If we are to leal with this .luskoka says, we have to take various circumî-
miatter, wre mîust deal wvitihit now,.and as a [)omuinionî stances inîto conîsidecrat ion. We canniot adopt the
matter, just as wre wouldi with the copyright ques- strict oil .lewish mnetlhod of keeping the Sabbath.
tion, the introduction of innoral literature. or its WVe have to decide what constitutes a work of
traînsssionthrough i tmails. Thelion. gentleman necessity anid mercy, because unîder the christian
inh bis remnarks with respecttoprovincial jurisdiction, dispesation, works of necessity and nercy are
did lnot touch upon the case at all, because we are- always excepted, and it nav be that a little work,
d1ealing with mtîatters now exclusively pertaining to two or tlree hours of a Sunday evening, is a work
the jiirisdictini of the Dominion. When the hon. of necessity. It nay be that the sending of milk
trentlemai ignominiiously proposes to kick this Bill trains to the city. where the supply of fresh mnilk is
out of court, does lie know whon lie is insulting inecessaryto the welfare and lhealth of the people, is
Iv this suninîarv treatnent of the nmeasure ? Per- a work ofnecessitv. I thiink it is. There are varinus
haps he thought lie was affecting only the interests othler things whiich somie strict Sabbathterians

'f onie poor Grit on thiis side ; lut there are others miglt not deen properly a work of necessity, arnd
interested in preventing $unday desecration. the Bill to-niglit is bîroad and liberal in its prov-
Every churchu court, synod, general asseimlihy, isions, not going so far as strict sabbatherians would
conîference or presbytery, and ithe Catholic; pre- like, a Bill not insuring strict. religious observance
lates, Archbishop Fabre and Cardinal Taiehîereau. at all, but designedi to secure to thelabourer his civil
have expressed thenselves iii favour of Sunday right of enîjoying one day's rest in the seven and to
obîservantce and Pope Leo XIII is also on record protect lim> fromu the exactions of the employer and
in its favour. I could enumerate min sters, the capitalist. The hon. Minister of Militia drew
bishops, cardinals, archil.shops, jurists, stat.-smen, Iattention to the feature of the Bill with regard to
labour movenent leaders, all over the world, who the moiety of fines, and referi ing to some remarks
favour a law such as the one we have under dis- made by myself on a former occasion about the
enssion. yet the lion. gentleman inoves that the custoi-house system of making seizures and allow-
conunmittee do now rise and treat this Bill with the ing officials to share in the tines inposed. That is
utmost ignuiniry and contempt. He asks that a matter not, pertinent to the consideration of the
the comminîittee refuse to consider a siigle poro- Bill : and although I miglit easily show that the
vision enbolied in this Bill, and that we should two cases are niot parallel, I will not stop t dc 0so.
say to every churchi court, synod, general assen- But he goes on to iake various criticisms as to the
bly. conference and other church bodies, that in ietails of the Bill in other respects. Al I have to
t<ivicating a Sunday observance law, in send- say about that inatter is this : The prol er time to

ingL their petitions and passing their resolu- discuss the lifferent clauses is when we are
ions in its favour, they were not acting in coiunittee. The Bill is not presented as a

in a way worthy of the notice of Parliai- perfect mneasure, aii every clause mîay be
ment. He asks thiat we should treat all their anended at the discretion of the House. But
fuhmuinations. petitions, expressions of sentiment, it does not follow because an lion. menber may
with the utnost unconcern, and refuse to consider consiler this or that section incomplete or requir-
for one moment any provision in this Bill which ing amendnent, that the Bill should not be consi-
lias receivei their sanction. That is the position dered at all, but if there is anything in this Bill
that thie hon. member for South Norfolk takes. It I worthy of the consideration of this House, if the
is one I hardly supposed a gentleman of his acute- anendnient the Minister of Justice proposes is
ness would have voiuntarily taken. I 1am sorry lie worthy our consideration, or if anîything whatever
has done so,- and I hardly believe the House will iin it is worthy of consideration, let the Bill be
concur withî himu and treat this Bill as he asks that considered iii coinittee, let the Bill stand upont
it should be treated. I do not know whether the its merits in the eommittee, let each section of the
hon. gentleman's course will meet with approvali Bill be adopted or rejected, as the case may be, in
in his constituency. I an sure some of his consti- the comnittee, hut do not refuse the Bill that
tuîentshavedeeply atheart thepassage of a imeasure degree of courtesy whieh entitles it to the consi-

as that now proposed. A few words with re- deration of the comnmittee. Do not ignomiiniously
ference to the remnarks of the hon. Minister of li- throw the Bi out and in that way flout every
hitia. That hon. gentleman has criticised this mnan in thie Dominion who believes, either for-civil
Bill as hiermuaphrodite mneasure,as being neither fish>, or religious reasonîs, ini a Sabbath day's rest being
fiesh, nor' good red herring ini his estimation. It secured for the toiler. I present these reasons and
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