
[SENATE.] Act Amendment Bill.

A party lias always the right to appeal ;
but if lie chooses to inscribe his case in
review lie loses his riglit to inscribe in
appeal. The other party is allowed to go
to the Court of Queen's Bencli, because
lie bas not had the choice of his court.
It is proposed by this Bill to give the
party who lias selected the Court of Re-
view an appeal, w-hich is now denied.
We all knov the character of the Court
of Queen's Bencli of the Province of
Quebec. While I very highly respect
the Supremne Court, and woul(d not like
to draw comparisons, I must say that the
decisions of the Court of Queen's Bench
are respected, and in 99 cases out of 100,,
give more satisfaction than flie decisions
of the Supreme Court. The proof of it
is that, notwithstanding the expense of
an appeal to the Privy Council, cases
are still carried there instead of to the
Supreme Court at Ott-i\va, and I will tell
hon. gentlemen the reamon. According to
the rule of the Suprene Couirt, parties are
required to have ail their documents trans-
lated ; that is not necessary if they appeal
to the Privy Council. Ini the Supreie
Court the French authorities and the
French law, which is the law of the Pro-
vince of Quebec, cannot very well be cited
froin the French authors. In the Privy
Couneil the lawyers of the Province of
Quebec find jurisconsults as well versed
in the French law as our own judges in
the Province of Quebec. It is well known
that the judges in England understand
the French law thorouglily. The judges
of the Supreme Court at Ottawa are not
all familair witli French ; but we find in
the Privv Council a tribunal which under-
stands the French lav perfectly well, and
knows the jurisprudence which forns the
basis of our systen of law. Of course it
is somewliat delicate to mention sueli
matters here, but they are facts that
cannot be denied. I was surprised to
hear the Minister of Agricultuîre say that
there is an appeal froin the judgments of
the Court of Review to the Privy Council.
I challenge the bon. gentleman to nen-
tion an instance wlere a case has been
appealed from the Court of Review to the
Privy Council. The thing has never been
attempted, and eminot be done for the
reason that it is vell known the Court of
Queen's Bencli alone lias the riglit to
adjudicate upon an application to go to
the Privv Council. 'The olin. gentleman

Hon. Mr. Trudel.

bas fallen into an error which lie shoUki
have perceived inmmediately. The objeC
of this Bill is to reverse the legislation Of
the Province of Quebec. If you can do
this, where are the rights of the pro-
vinced I an amazed that such a Bil
should receive the support of Quebec
representatives who know how precious I'
ouir own estimation are those institutin15

of ouir Province ; and that avìmira-
tion of those institutions is nOt
confined to the French speakil1
people of Quebec. None of ouir judges.
French or English, would consent, under
anv circuimstances, to change the systern
now in force in that Province. I appeal
to the Senate, whose special duty it is to

giard the rights of the Provinces, to
aiend·this Bil in the manner proposed.
I cannot understand how the Minister of
Justice can consent to give concurrent

jurisdiction to the Supreme Court of Can-
ada and the Court of Queen's Bench Oe
the Province of Quebec. It would leave
poor people at thei mercy of the rich ý
because no poor man couk'l afford to
carry bis case to the Supreme Court.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER--I an reallY
surprised to hear the lion. gentleman say
seriously that it will be against our inter-
ests in the Province of Quebec to have
the riglit of appeal to the Suprenie Court.
He is entirely astray in supposing that
the effect vill be to multiply cost'
.The effect will be quite the reverse,
must appear to the lion. gentleman if be
considers for a moment fit instead Or
having two appeals there will be onl
one. What we want is to allow a lit"

gant to go direct fron the Court of Be
view to the Superior Court, instead o
liaving first to appeal to the Court o
Queen's Bench, and then to the Supref*
Court.

The House then went into Comimittee.
Hon. Mr. Ryan in the chair.

On the second clause,

Hon. Mr. TRUDEL noved to amend
the clause by inserting the word "'higliest
in the twentieth line.

Hon. Mr. MILLER said lie did nlot
think it was wise that appeals to tie
Supreme Court slould be allowed, excet-
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