Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suggest the ad-
dition of the words *“and such officer as
may from time to time be appointed by the
Governor in Council.”

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. As
hon. gentlemen opposite generally seek to
restrict the powers of the Governor in Coun-
cil. I did not venture to suggest the inser-
tion of the words *‘such other officer as
might be from time to time appointed by
the Governor in Council.” I was too modest.

Mr. MILLS (BotLwell). I hold the Gov-
ernment respousible for the eflicient dis-
charge of their duties, and I do not under-
take to tie up the prerogative of the Crown
by regulations of this sort.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
accept the suggestion with a great deal of

pleasure.

Mr. LAUGRIER. You can have the same
service time and time again.

On section 3,

Mr. EDGAR. I hardly think that this
provision as to proving the insanity of a con-
vicet, would be sutlicient to meet the require-
ments of the provinces, because it only re-
quires a report in writing from one surgeon.
Under the Ontatio statute, the proof required
before admitting an insane person into ap
asylum is very different. They say : No per-
son shall be admitted into an insane asylum
except upon the order of the Lieutenant-
Governor (and that refers to special cases
which are provided for afterwards) without
the certificate of two medical practitioners,
each testifying to the signatures of two sub-
seribing  witnesses and bearing date
within three months of the time of entry
to the asylum. That, of course, is to ensure
the protectior: of the liberty of the subject,
and I suppose it might be said that the
liberty of the convict is not of such im-
portance. In section 6 of the Ontario Act
there is a provision for admitting into an
asylum those who are imprisoned for an
offence, under the authority of any of the
statutes of the province, and that may be
done upon such evidence as the Lieutenant-
Governor deemed sutficient. But, if you look
at section 29 you will see that the judges
and the medical practitioners have to make
a personal examination of a persom com-
mitted to jail as insane, and under section
33, they have to make a certificate as to the
insanity of the prisoner. It would be well
for the Minister of Justice to see that he
does not introduce a mode of proof of in-

cient,

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have considered she point, and I would like
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Edgar) to remember,
that we are not dealing with the province
of Ontario alone. The most dangerous thing
we could do, would be to put any hard and

Sir CrarLes HiBBerT TUPPER.
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fast rule that would be a condition prece-
dent to our acting under the statute in re-
gard to admission intc local asylums. Each
province will no doubt have a system of its
own with regard to the requirements neces-
sary for the admission of insane patients.
We aveid all these difficulties by simply
taking power from Parliament to arrange
with these various asylums. We must
comply with every rule they have and with
their terms, and it is to be an arrangement
with them on their consent or no arrange-
ment whatever. In following the Act out,
we have gone upon our own surgeon’s cer-
tificates, as we always have herctofore. and
while different asylums have different rules
and requirements for certificates, it is enough
for us to get authority to deal with our
patients. We keep on the old lines in that
respect. We either make an arrangement
with the local authorities, or if we fail. we
have to take care of our criminal insane
ourselves.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) All your arrange-
ments are contingent on an agreement being
made with the provinces.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. C(er-
tainly.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) How do you dispose
of your insane convicts, if you fail ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. We
take care of them as we do now. We have
some in Kingston at present.

Mr. EDGAR. There is a good deal in
what my hon. friend (Sir Charles Hibbert
T'upper) says, that bhe will be forced to
comply with whatever the provincial ar-
rangements are, and if he takes that view
of the case and is prepared in every case
to meet the objections, that might remove the
difficulty.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. In
Ontario they have been most obliging even
under present circumstances. Some patients
that it would have been impossible for us to
have properly treated at Kingston, have been
taken off our hands by the local authorities
by arrangement ; but we have had to pardon
the prisoners in order to send them to the
asylum. One or two cases have been men-
tioned to me by my ofticers where the in-
sap:ty was of a very short duration, and the
prisoner escaped punishment in that way.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the Minister think
that the certificate of one surgeon will meet
all cases ? The surveillance in the peni-

sanity which might be considered insuffi- fentlary 1s much stricter than in an asylum,

and a prisoner who, on the certificate of a
single surgeon may be removed to an
asylum, may be less -carefully guarded
there, and escape. That has happened.
Recently in the States a very dangerous
cr{minal, a train robber. succeeded in satis-
fying the prison surgeon that he was in-
sane, upon which he was taken to an



