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tieman might have been appointed, on eondition that he
ehould not receive the salary attaching to hie offiee, just as
Sir Charles Tupper bas been in this case; his commission
might state so, and h. might be Speaker of this House
and Collector of Customs at Quebec at the same time. Any
hon. gentleman might be appointed a Judge in one of
the courts, and if he would agree not to accept a salary
he might continue to b. a member of this House and of the
Governmont. Take the case of the Prime .inister. We
know what his feelings are towards the Government of
Ontario at this moment. When the Lieutenant-Governor's
time expires, the Government might advise His Excellency
to appoint the Prime Minister Lieutenant-Governor of
Ontario, without salary, and ho might accept that appoint-
ment and remain Prime Minister of the Dominion at the
same time. You see that there is no limitation to the abuse
that is possible. This measure completely unsettles the law
inthis particular; there is no office which a Minister or.
member of this House could not take under the policy indi.
cated by this Bill, if he would only agree not to accept the
salary provided for that office. Now, Sir, let me call the
attention ofthe House to observations which the Firat Minis-.
ter addressed to the House on another occasion, which were
not so pertinent then as it Booms to me they are now. 1e.,
said:

" As hiatory showed, a constitutional course was sometimes very
inconvenisnt to au arbitrary and oppressive Government. All would
remember what Charles Fox said to Napoleon the Great when they
veroe disiug the introduction of trial by jury into. France. Nspo-
leon objected to it on the ground that (the system vas. so very in-
convenient.' ' Well,' Fox replied, lit is for the inconvenience f the.
system that the people of England like it.' And it was because of
the iuconvenience to the Government of thé constitutional action of
the benate, which put a stop to their bargain with the hon. member
for -Selkirk to make him a rich maa, and to pay him for hie servile
support, that an unconstitutional course was proposed.

"Mr. SrPAzKE. The hon. gentlemai cannot say that an hon. mem-
ber ia paid for hie support.

"S SEM JOH N A. MCDOALD. Thon a reward, a gratuity. As Shako-.
speare said : " A reward is botter than a peculium.' All would remem-.
ber how the hon. member for Selkirk was about admitting that be was
interested bu the company. Hie (Mr. Smith) said it vas noue of hie (Sirý
John A. Macdonald'u) business teaak mhether ho (Mr. Smith) had an'
interest. But it had to come out at last, and the hon. gentleman whohad
the astuteness to get the Government into the bargain, had7not the astu-
teneas to keep the matter to himself."

Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman bas himself found that these
limitations and restrictions are very inconvenient to an ar-
bitrary Government. ie has found, for some political or
private reason, that it was convenient to appoint a member,
of this .House High Commissioner to England, to appoint,
him to an orne. which, by ti .provisions of the law,
voalte4 hie seat. He finde it convenient that the
hon, gentleman should not go back to his coui-
stituents for re-election, and that ho should not resign
that office. Prom our point of view, it is necessary
that the hou. gentleman, in order to be elected, should 're-
sign hie ofrne, for it is one that disqualifies absolutely and
renders him ineligible to a seat in this House as long as ho
continues to hold it. The hon. gentleman has found it in-
couvenient to return to hie constituents and ask them to
bestow their confidence in him again. He still holds thel
offic, and is anxious to regain the seat lrom which his ac-
ceptance of that office bas removed him ; and his colleagues
press upon the Honse this Bil, in order that h. may, in
spite ef ths disqualifying office, regain the seat which has
beenacat.ed, 1 trust, Sir, that this House will seriously
consider this proposition. I trust that they will do no such
Violence to the law and to the Constitution, in order that
Sir Charles Tupper may be saved the inconvenience of re-
turMing to the electors of Cumberland, in order to regain a
meat i this fouse i a proper and constitutional manner.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The right hon. leader of
the House has moved the second reading of this Bill, acom-
Panied by an intimation that he intends subsequently to
movw that-4heBil be referrd to the- Conmittee on vi.

leges and Elections. My hon. friends opposite have, in the
different speeches to which we have listened this afternoon
and this evening, opposed the Bill on principle, which is,
no doubt, the proper course to pursue on the motion for the
second reading. But they also oppose the referring of the
Bill to the Privileges and Elections Committee. Now, in
opposing that referrence, it seems to me, that they are quite
inconsistent with themselves. We, who have had the honour
of sitting in this House in former Parliaments, will recollect
that when a motion was made, affecting the seat of an hon.
member of this House, at that time occupying the Chair
which you, Sir, now occupy, my hon. friend, the member for
East York, I recollect well-and I have confirmed my recol-
lection by a reference to Bansard-took the ground expressly
that |inasmuch as that the question had arisen of the right
of a member to a seat in this flouse, that question ought, ipco
facto be referred to the Privileges and Eleetions Commit-
tee, and ought to be.considered there, and there alone, beiore
it was discussed or considered in the louse.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That was not a Bill, as this is.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not say that it was a Bill; but I
say that that question, in the same way as this Bill, raised
a point as to the rights of au hon. member to sit in this
House. The principle my hon. friend then laid down was
that the question should be at least referred to the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections, inorder that that Committee
should make a,*eport to the House, on which report the
flouse ehould act. My hon. friend says that that was not a
Bill; but what difference does it make. Was not the ques-
tion ,hen, as now, whether an hop. member ought to sit. in
this House or not?

Mr. MACKENZIE. That bas been reforred already to
the Committee two weeks ago.

Mr. CAMERON. I know it bas, and what harmis there
in referring this Bill to that Committee which is now seized
of the subject? My hon. friend opposite objectito tis
reference to the Committee, and they assume that the case
is so clear tbat it is beyond argument that the. hon. Minister
of Railways bas forfeited hie seat in this fouse, that there is
nothing to refer, nothing to discuse, and that in the words of
my hou. friend who has just sat down, the thing is perfectly
certain and beyond all doubt. I have great respect for the
knowledge and experience of the hon. member for Both-
well, but I confes it does not seem to me that the matter is
so perfectly clear and beyond all doubt; so far as I have
been .led to form an opinion, it is in the opposite direction.
At any rate, it must be perfectly clear that a question of
tis kind, involving the citation of lengthy proce-
dents, such as those with which the hon. gentl1oen
for West Huron favoured us to-day . and on a former
occasion, and involving such a number of precedeste
.as those cited by the hon. member for Bothwell,
-it must be quite clear that a question involving points pf
that kind, involving the necessity to look up the records of
Parliament to ascertain what has been done in similar cases
when similar questions arose in the Parliament of (reat
Britain, is pre-eminently a question which this fHouse, as a
whole, is not competent to deal with until it babeen fiMt
referred te that Committee which is specially constituted o
deal with questions of this kind-a Committee whieh is
composed of hon. members selected specially for their ability
to consider points of ths kind, and which will consider the
case fully and report their conclusion to thie· House. This
Bill, involving, as it does, the question of the righit of an
hon. member to occupy a seat, in this House, is onq that
ought to be.relerred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, and notwithstanding that there is copai4ed
in it, iu the firet clause, a general. principle,, the
hon. member for West Huron. argued that the
Bill should not be rferred t> that -onito »n eowe.
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