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INCEST CLAUSE.

On section 6,

Mr. f^LAKE. I must confess I luive .some ap-
prehension tliat this i.s hanlly likely to erticiently
serve the purpose which I suggested for the con
sulerat.on of tho hon. Minister. I suggested the
ea.se m «-hich a female of tender years- a"d it isupon such tliat this offence i.sconi.nittod--wl,o had
succumlted under the intlucnoe of fear, ^>.,uld be
expo.sed to the penalties of the criminal law. I
,atn not, however, at the moment, prepared to pro-
po.sc any more adequate reme.ly than the one pro-
posed l,y the hon. gentleman, hut I confess my
objections are ncjt completely r.nnoved.

_Mr. IJLAIvK. I would .sr.hmit for the consi.ler-
ation ot the Committee, and especially of the
Minister, that we Jiave to deal with the l,alance
ot conveniences and inconveniences, and with the
balance of dithoulties on one side or the other. In
the great Inilk of oases, I think it will be admitted,
that you have mt one crimiunl, and, if the chance
ol bringing that criminal to justice in the great Inilk
ot the cases is gomg to be diminished by a law whichmakes the other party, who is not .sukftantially
crimmal, liable to fouiteen years' impri,sonmcnt,
are we not, for the sake of the exceptional case
to Which the hon. gentleman ha.s alluded, and inregard to which tlie ol)servation of my h,,n. friend
{Mr. Laurier) ia of cogency, that this imist havecommenced by the criminality of the male, takintfaway our chances of punishing the criminals in the
vast majority of cases ?

Mr. BLAKE. It is possible that we may bedrawing an Act here whi.di will defeat itself in the
great bulk of cases. \Vliat is going to be done
^vhen you are indicting one or otTier of tliese twopersons? First, you indict the mnn, wno is
generally the principal otFcnder. Th.. woman willnot be bjuud to criminate herself, it would be
extremely unlikelv that slie woid. run thi- risk ofdoing r,j. My hon. friend says she wouhl Ijc
lield not guilty.

p.obability of advancing justice, of securing thecondemnat-. ot the really guilty party: andwhen the w, .nan is liable to be placed in tlfe dock

r elf l'"',"^
^''« con,..n:..sion of this outrage .mherself, by her own relati.-e, it may be, you can-not impress upon her a calculation of chances thatby givujg her evidence, though proving lierself

guilty, she may yet be making a door of escape.

\wV ^'V^'p-,
I s'lggest to the hon. member forW lnmd,erland (Mr. Alitchell), that his motion

uouldbeniconclusive; but he shoul.l wait untilthe Commit cee report, an.l move his motion with"the Speaker m the Chair. We have alrea.ly
<li\ided once on this provi.si.m in the Committee.

TfiADE COMBINATIONS CONSPIRACY.
On .section 1 8,

„f h'"' i^VV^'^r ^f>'"P'">"n is, that the revision.the s atutes ha.s efiected a very serious and prej„.d.cal alteration of the law, in respect to the par-ticular class of transactions to which this law wa.s
'

r^ff ,^
"•".'> If"t',^ was apprehensive, when Isa^^ the clau.se in the shape in which the hon. gen-tleman propo.sed It, and heard the reas.ms which hegave, that the diminished efficiency which the law

has, iimler the Revised Statute8,'would be alt<,getherremoved. I am, therefore, very glad to see thltwhatever be the prefatory changes the hon. gentleman has, at any rate, re-solvir to leave that
diminished efnciency intact. My own impression
IS that the original ethciency aught not to Invebean imp,ured

; that the reference t., that particular
class of offences with which the Revised Statutes
deal a.;d which ^yas originally .lealt with by priorkg 8 ation to which I shall refer, should remain,and that the whole and entire vigor of the excep-
tion which was made as to statutable crimes

y. hieh I take on this subject may be apprcLnded,
1 mil have to trouble the House with a brief
re erence to the statutes as they stood. The earliest
statute which we have on this subject is .35 Victoria
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