
COMMONS DEBATES.

to the maritime porte, where a ooninection ca be made
with the Short Line Railway.

Motion agreel to, and Bill read the firet time.

PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS COMMITTEE.

Mr. WELDON. I do not se the chairman of the Com.
mittee on Privileges and Elections in his place, but I under-
stood that the whole of the proceedings of the committee in
the Queen's County election case were to be reported. I
notice, however, that it simply contains the resolutions
which were adopted and the report of the sub-committee. I
think all the proceedings should be given-the motions
which were lost as well as those which were carried, as I
think that is the usual course; at any rate, it was done in
the Prince Edward Island case. I think the report should
be amended by including the proceedings.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will observe that
this report is neither one thing nor the other. One would
bave supposed that the committee would have adopted
either the one course or the other-either report only the
resolution to which the committee came, or report all the
proceedings. But besides the reporting the resolutions
adopted by the committee-and none others-the report
includes the report which was made by a sub-committee
created by tbe committee. Either this should not have been
reported or all the motions should have been included, and
I think the report should be amended.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The chairman of the
committee will be bore this afternoon, and I will speak to
him on the subject.

Mr. EDGAR. I am a member of the committee, and I
distinctly understood that all the proceedings should be
reported. There was a little confusion about the time the
committee adjourned-most of the members were standing
when the motion was put, but I think it was clearly under-
stood that the proceedings were to be reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think all the proceed-
ings are usually reported.

ing the Act into force. As the law now standu
the proceedings and forme that are given are ap.
plicable to introlucing the Act into a county or
city, but they are to be changed, the Act says, to suit the
proceedings for the revocation of the Order in Council.
But on the ballot, diffloulties may arise with regard to these
forms and proceedings, and difficulties bave arisen. The
ballot saya those who vote one way are to vote for the peti.
tion, and those who vote the other way, against it; but
doubta may arise-and I understand that, in several cases,
difficulties have already arisen-as to whether votera were
voting for the Act or against it, when the Act was submit.
ted for repeat. I propose also by this Bill to repeal a very
important clau-e, or rather one which has just come to be
very impor tant, and that is the one compelling a man and his
wife to give evidence. As first interpreted by the comte it
was held that a defendant was not to be oompelled to
answer questions which would criminate him, but a recent
decision of the Chancery division of the Iigh Court of
Justice for the Province of Ontario has decided otherwise.
1 think, therefore, this provision is one which ought not to
remain, and I propose to change it by saying that the
husband may be a competent, but not a compellable, wit-
ness. I propose, also, to change the sub.sections of the
Act with regard to the sale of beer and eider, in the direc-
tion in which 1 had the honor to move in the Session of
1885-that is, to permit those who are entitled to carry on
thu business of brewers to sell to parties in their own
county. We know, that as the law is at present, while
such parties may sell to those living out of-the county, and
while people living in the county may buy outside the
county and bring it in, those carrying on the business of
brewers in which the Act is in force cannot sell to people
in that county, which I think is a very absurd provision.
These provisions, along with others with reference to drug-
gists-these latter also having been~before Parliament-
are the principal matters with which the Bill deals.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT ON THE 18mn INST.

Mr. BLAKE. There is genorally a motion to that effect, Mr.BLAKEI.Thoro was a statement made in the Houe
and in compliance with it, it is generally dono. I was in- a few d) s ago with refereuce te a i-uggestion that au
formed by one member of the committee that the proceed- adjournment for a week should be mado on the l8th met.
ings were to be roported, and now the hon. momber for West I hink it would be to the couvenience cf the Rouse that
Ontario (Mr. Edgar) states that that was his impression. somo announcement cf the views cf the Government should

Mr. McCARTIIY. I think the motion was that th be made, and the earlier lhe botter, sehhat hon. gentlemen
resolutions should all be reported, but it was a verbal me could make their arrangements accordingly.
tion, and was probably not understood by the clerk of the Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 threw cuL theugges.
cern mittee tien for le consideration afs ae seuse. mTdmembre f

Mr. BLAKE. We had botter have ail the resontions thea Government are, cf course, obliged the bthrte.go

and the. votes. threngh their work; but the. paper wbich wae handed te me
shows that a largeo number, in fact a majority ofthe House,

Mr. MoOAIRTHY. Certainly, 1 think they ehould al he eo in favor cf te adjoeurnment; and, if iL be the de.
reported. I think I mentioned in the motion thiat juet the cided sense of the flouse that we should have a recescf
resolutions should bo reported. course we will sumit. n may repeat what I tated be-

fie, thatThursday A1Oth is Ascension Day, upon which
cMmite. Tthore can be nidelouse sitting. riday w. cold ait ; Sat-

muh or tol t.le bas been reported. Ealher the sub-tom-n rday ad Senday weo would net sit, and Moenday we could
mitte report should net have been reportod, or else ail sit; to that thera would b epriday ad Mouday as working
the proceeding shouid have beau included. days. Tuesday le tthQnueen's birthday, and we genHrally

Mr. MoCARTHY. Quit.y I have adjourned upon tat day. I iwu therefore propoed
the tid.e flouse should adjour on Wednesdây night, and that

CANADA TE PERANCE ACT AMEND NT. it hould stand d ourned until Lep llowin Wedneay
nigt. Wewoud only lose, asit was tated, twdays, Duni

Mr. MoCARTEe hmovedforleave le lutroduc Bih t we aiton the Qu en sbirthday. IFwouldlike ol esrthe gen-
(No. 68) teoomlittle.asanaen repraEcer the sb-com- eral opinion cfthye oule on the subject, but sefor as tuls
Imaty's et ayin shpldanat have bieen , r enelse ai rresposibloepaper handed te me i concerned, it would

objecta je te simplify the proceedingsowlaen a ptitieic d appear that a majorityf t esirtdu and we iL.
preened for t h orepeal f the Stt At, or, at ill we sr. MACKENZ[sb Practically, you lse t hea Weines-
puts it, the revocation of the Order in ouueil bring- day as well.
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