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without emoluments sultable to their po- Goverment. Anyway, I protest against
sition. this BiI. I say If you are going to

We ought to 'take into account the cost of -ave this legisiation, behave justly, and
living and the large amount of work they remunerate the Judges of the North-
bave to do, and the very least they should west Terdtores proer1y, beSuse, aeeordlng
have is $5,000 a year. Under any circum- te the sehedule of remuneration given here,
stances, we should have tie senior judge they are nwt remuneratedproperly. Deal w1tb
elevated to the position of chief justice.this question In a comprehenswe way. take
It is due to the Territories, it is due to his back your BIh, and reorganize the judlal
long service, and an additional thousand a districts ln Quebee. Don't let this country
year is well earned by him. I must say have-the spectacle ofsucb a scandai, for
that la my opinon we ought to record a Isno thnge se, as we see In this Houset
proteýýt agalnst the great addition to the ceostl merubers rlsing up lu their places and tell-
of judicial administration ln this countryl ,g u btat hait the Judlciary of Quebec
provided for by thisBl. Esp-cialIy dl t have not snough to do, and yet we are add-
strike me ln hearing the opinions of hon. ing to the expenditureraisin tui salaries,
geatlemen frei Quebec, on both sides of Increaslng the nmber of judges wth the
polities, and gentlemen -wbose fitness to ex- highest salariesl. 1 mlust siy- it iS done with
presan opinon on sueh a subject is un- a very lighti eart. L beust compiment
doubted. Tliey sta4te that In that province the Governinent lu that tfley are able te
there is a large porion of it twhere there face anythlnge ike this, any extravagance,
are a great many more judges ttan are any tergiversation, with a smiling counen-
necessary, though l n other portions of the anie. and wth apparent confidence that the
province w-e are toid rthat judges -have quite people wlll bear wi-th 1t. :If rthe peop>le
enougl te doe, and that In Montrea they bear ith lt, the hon. gentlemen wjuichave
aire <verworked. ih think the Govern- a certain aeunte ofJustification; but it
ment should wrli wdw this BI, and net sems th me that I see the handwrUng
per bringain one dealing justly twth the on the wail, and that the day of reckning
judiciary ail over the country, If necessary imay be muc nearer than uie. gentlemen
to raise the ineomes o p those judges n on the Treasury bences imagine.
Qîebec, and most certainly in parts of the
country where living Is much nore expen-
sire. But what can w-e think of a measure
brought lu by a Government pledged to
economy, whic'h adds eno.rmously to the cost
of judicial administration In ithe provinee of
Quebec, when we have It in evidence that
that province Is over-manned wIth judges,
and that those judges are over-weighted
with the am3unt of leisure on their bands ?
Sir, it Is a monstrous thing for any Govern-
ment to do, but it Is especially nmonstrous
for a Government of economy. 'I will not
more the six months' hoist to this BuI;
there is too strong a majority of economists
~opposing it.

Mr. COCHRANE.
there.

Mr. Cameron is not

Mr. DAVIN. Of course, the hon. member
for North Huron (Mr. Cameron), who was
my friend, is now also my king, and I must
not speak evil of dignities, but bow to the
ruler of those vast Territories. Ji see be-
fore me still many economists ; I see that
the " Sun " newspaper of Toronto especially
goes in for ecoinumy, and pats the bon.
iember for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) on the back, calls him Its white-
headed, economical boy for the remarks he
made on the resolution on which this Bill
Is founded. I will throw out a chál-
lenge to that hon. gentleman. If he will
move the six months' hoist, I will support
him, or if he will second the motion. I will
move a six months' hoist. and I thilnk, with
aid from both sides of the House. we may
be able to make a break. and stay a little
the extravagant down-hill course of this

Mr. FOSTER. I am opposed to this Bih
from start to finish, and I propose briefly
to give the reasons why. I will qualify
that statement by saying that I do not
mean that in many cases we are paying
our judges too mueh, but on the other hand,
we are paying many of them too little.
Whilst it is true that the salaries of many
of our judges are not sufficient, 'I believe
that It Is incontrovertibly true that the
amount of money that goes out of the pub-
lie chest for the administration of justice,
Is quite enough, if not too much-that is
the position I take. I will appeal to the
inner sense of my hon. friend the Solicitor
General, If he will not, if hie makes an
honest statement in this House-and i am
sure he would make no other, if he felt
it were politie to do it, If he ,were not re-
stralned from doing It-if he would not say
that ln the provinces of this Dominion too
much is pald for the justice that is admin-
istered, and that the crying want is reor-
ganization and a redistribution instead of
further squandering the public funds in the
administration of justice. What are we
paying for the administra>tion of justice ?
We are payng out of Consolida ted Re-
venue, $98,375, and we are making pay-
ments authorized by statute of $694,400,
a total of $792.775. We are crawling
closely up to a million dollars for salaries
of judges and allewances of judges in this
country. I take It upon myseif to state
In this House that 1n province after province
judges are falling over each other in their
numbers, and they are not aIl doing an hon-
est year's work for the wage they are get-
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