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Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved :

That a Message be sent to the Senate informing their
Hononrs that this House has pusred the accompanying
Address to His Excelleney the Governor General, praying
that His Excellency will be pleased to transfer the Joint
Address of both Houses to Her Most tirncious Majesty,
of condolence at the untimely death of His Royal Highness
Prince Albert Victor, Duke of Clarence and Avondale.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved :

That this House dov send a message of condolence to !

Their Royal Highnesses the Prince und Princess of Wales:
To express the profound and universal_sorrow of the

cople of Canada on the oceasion of the untimely death of

i Royal Highness Prince Albert Vietor., Duke of
Clarenee and Avondale,

And respectfully to convey their sincere and deep sym-
pathy to Their Royal Highnesses in the sad afHliction :

which has fallen upon them in the loss of a young Prince.
the Heir of their illustrions House, at the commencement
of u career which appeared to be fraught with the most
brilliant prospects of [mpuiness and distinetion.

Motion agreed to.

Niv JOHN THOMPSON moved ;)

That an humble Addressbe presented to His Excelleney
the (vovernor General in the following words :(—

To His Excellency the Right Honourable Sir Frederick
Arthur Stunlen, Baron Stanley of Preston, in the Cownty
of Lancaxter, inthe Perroge of the United RKingdow ¢
Kuight Grand Cross of the Moxt Honourable Order of
the Bath, Gorernor (fencral of Canada,

Mav it pLEASE Youk ExcrLLENCY :

We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Com-
-mons of Canada in Parlinment assembled, have resolved
to send u message of coudolence to Their Royal High-
pesses the Prince and Prineess of Wales:

To_express the profound and universal sorrow of the
i)e_()ple of Canada on the occasion of the untimely death of

lis Royal Highness Prince Albert Victor, Duke of Clar-
ence and Avondale,

And respectfully to convey their sincere and deep sym-

puthy to Their Koyal Highnesses in the sad affliction .

-which has fallen upon them in the loss of a young Prince,

the Heir of their illustrious House, at the comnmencement ;

of a carcer which appenred to be fruught with the most
brilliant pruspects of happiness and distinction.

We beg leave to approach Your Excellency with our res-

pectful requess. that you will be g
said messuge to Their Royal Highunesses the Prince and
Prutnlccss of Wales in such a way as Your Excellency may
see fit. )

Mutionagreed to.

The said Address was ordered to be engrossed,
and presented to His Excellency the Governor
General by such Members of this House as are
Members of the Privy Council. '

DUTIES OF ELECTION OFFICIALSN.

My, MILLS (Bothwell) moved :

That it is the undoubted right and duty of the House of
-Commons _to see that the returning officers and other
-officials who have duties imposed upon them in the elec-
tion of members to this House, act with perfect fairness
towards the various candidates, and to hold such return-
ing officers and other officials to the strict discharge of
their duties; and thiz House further affirms that the trial
-of election petitions by the courts dves not lessen the
authority of the House over such eofficials, nor take away
the necessity for its supervision.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I gave notice yesterday,
with the assent of the leader of the House, that I
wounld to-day make a motion in reference to the
duties of ‘this House in relation to the elections
which may be from time to time held. The motion
which T now propose aftirms that it is the undoubt-
ed right of the House of Commons to see that the
returning officers and other officials who haveduties
imposed upon them in the election of members to
the House, should act with perfect fairness to the

be pleased to transmit the ;

various candidates, aml to hold such rveturning
Pofficers and other otficials to the strict discharge of
+ their duties.  The motion also says : ** This House

further affirms that the trial of election petitions
- by the courts does not lessen the authority of the
 House over such officials, nor take away the neces.
ity for its supervision.™ I think, Sir. that the
dectrine laid down m this motion is too clear to
fadmit of controversy.  The House is the judge of
Jits own rights and privileges, and it is also its

Dduty, as the representative body  of the nation,
tto see that those who hecome members of the
House. do so in accordance with the provisions
cof the law of the land. T do not say. Nir,
that it is always necessary that this  super-
vision should cexpress itself actively : it is suffi-
i cient that it potentially exists, called into act-
ivity only when there is some abuse, some dis-
regard of duty. some misconduct or malfeasance in
cottice on the part of othicials who are required to
; discharge duties in the way prescribed by the law
fof the land. The subject s an important one,
i because every departure from perfect fairness in
‘the discharge of duties by an official may affect
i the vesults which ought to be accomplished by the
cexercise of the elective franchise.  The effect of
i such unfairness may alter the representation in
i Parliament : and in so far as it accomplishes this
end, the intluence and respect which this House
should command in the country will be seriously
i weakened., Tt must not be forgotten that wier
jour system of parliunentary  government the
i adlministration is always an interested party. Burt
: there is one marked difference between our system
faand that which exists in England, that here the
i Ministry as an interested party have it within
their power te exercise an amount of influence,
and to exercise that influence in an undue way,
which is not open to an Administration in the
I say, Sir, that this power in
' reference to elections, which is possessed by the

| United Kingdom.

: Ministers here in a larger degree than it is
{ possessed by Ministers in the United Kingdom,
i requires on the part of this House even a wmore
tactive vigilanee than is called for by the duties that
»devolve upon the House of Conmmonsin the United
: Kingdom. In the United Kingdom, the Clerk of
;the Crown iun Chancery, when he receives the
s warrant of the Speaker, is required to issue the
fwrit to an otlicer appointed by the law, a perra-
nent ofticial of the House, for the purpose of having
an election in a particular district. It is not open
i to the Administration to interfere. The power of
. Ministers over the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
i their power to interfere with him in the discharge
of his duties; so far as the law is concerned, is there
no greater than the power of other members of
! the House of Commons. But, Sir, that is not the
case here. A few years ago, an Act was passed in
i this House repealing the law which named certain
 officials as permanent officers of the House for the
purpose of holding elections. So long as that law
continued on the Statute-book, it was open to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chuncery in Canada to dis-
charge the duty in precisely thesame way that the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery’ in the United
Kingdomdischarges his duty. But,Sir, by therepeal
of that law, the relation between the Administra-
tion and theClerk of the Crownin Chancery was very
seriously iuterfered with. The Administration was
given a control over that officer in the discharge




