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weeks. I did not lay those documents on
tle table as a necessary adjunct to the Bill
at all. It is simply for the information of
the House to show what had been done. It
had no connection with this Bill whatever.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
1 think my hon. friend will find, if he
will read another clause of that statute,
that it declares what shall be done before
they be laid upon the table, that is that
they must receive the sanction of the Gov-
ernor General and also of the clerk. Jhat
has not been done. That portion of the law
has not been complied with. The remarks
of the hon. gentleman from Toronto might
have some force if the facts were as he
stated them. There may be changes and
alterations made in the language of these
statutes to which my hon. friend took ob-
jection, and they are laid before parlia-
ment for the purpose of a revision by par-
liament, of receiving sanction, and more
than that, the Act we are now dealing with
provides for other matters besides the
ratification of the work of the commis-
sioners who revised those statutes. I would
like to press that point to which I have
called my hon. friend's attention two or
three times, as to whether he thinks he has
complied with the law in simply laying
{Lese volumes on the table without com-
plying with that clause of fthe Act to
which I have referred ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend will
understand that it is quite impossible to lay
the French version of it upon the table
because it will not be completed probably
for another month.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I refer
to the English.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Well it is the same as
the French. If the one has to be laid on
the table the other must be laid on the table
alse.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—It seems
to wie the procedure in this matter has been
raiher extraordinary. We are sending it to
the House of Commons without considera-
tion, not knowing if that House will de the
same, and we who are regarded as re-
visors would be revised by. the other
chamber if they give it mature considera-
tion, At all events I do not see the neces-
sity for such haste.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT. #

Mr. POWER—If the House will
allow me to say another word, this matter
is different from the case of the revised
statutes of 1886. In that case the revisors
had to gather in the statutes of the various
proyinces. In addition to revising and con-
solidating the Acts which had been passed
by the parliament of Canada, they had to
go over the legislation of the different pro-
vinces, which had been enacted before the
union of the provinces, and it was a
serious fask in that way to decide what
should bz embodied in the revised statutes
and what should not. The government of
that day thought proper, I suppose largely
on that account, to refer the report of the
commissioners to a joint committee of the
two houses. I had the honour of being a
member of that committee, and we went
over the two printed volumes with a good
deal of care and suggested certain changes.
In the present case it did not seem to be
so necessary that this preliminary considera-
tion should be given, and at any rate par-
liament in its wisdom decided that tbaf pre-
liminary inquiry on the part of both houses
should not take place. While that is true,
and while it is true that we can, without
looking at these volumes, without having
them before us, pass this Bill, still, as a
matter of courtesy to this House, it is only
right that we should know what we are
doing, and as we are not pressed for time,
I think the government are taking the pro-
per course in referring this Bill to the com-
mittee. We are not referring the revised
statutes to the committee. The first sub-
section of the 3rd clause reads as follows:

Hcn.

The revised statutes of Canada, 1906, are
hereby ratified and confirmed, and declared to
have and to have had on, from and after the
first day of January, 1907, the force of law as
if herein enacted.

It seems to me it is only fair to this
IHouse that before we pass that clause
we should have those revised statutes be-
fore us so that we shall be able to say that
we did not confirm the revised statutes
without having at least seen them.
Then there is another: provision in this
Bill which is new, and which is also im- .
portant, and which does not appear in the
Act of 1903, and that is the one with re-
spect to the translation of the revised sta-
tutes into French. I understand that large-




