" 486 Indemnity
have been much better pleased 1if, before
sending 1t to the Senate, the Committee on
Privileges and Elections had brought in
their report and taken action upon it. Tbis
House might safely adopt a bill which was
considered sufficient for the vindication of
the bonor and character ot members ot the
other Chamber, without gomng into details.

Hon. Mr. HAVILAND could not agree
with the proposition that the House of
Commons were the sole vindicators of their
own honor.

Hon., Mr. BAYTBORNE—They are the
best.

Hon. Mr. HAVILAND said they should
vindicate their honor by resolution and not
by an Act of Parliament requiring the sanc-
tion of the Senate, and on which they
{the Senate) wers bound to exercise their
independent judgment. He could not sup.
port the bil I its present. shape.
If it coniained a clause declaring that no
member could avail himself of it unless he
had resigoned his seat, ur his seat had been
declared vacant by the House of Commons,
he would support 1t, but to pass it without
amendment would be to encourage the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Electlons not to
exercise their functions 1n the various
cases referred to them. te would vote
against the measure.

non. Mr. MILLER suggested, as a num-
ber of gentlemen were abseni who would
like to take part 1n this division, the bili
should be allo=ed tostand tll the next
sitting, with the understanding if it should
then pass its second reading no further ob-
Jection would be offered. [{e presumed
the Government did not desire to snap a
judgment on such an 1mportant question as
this, .

Hon., Mr. SCOTT said he could scarcely
believe the honorable Senator was in earnest |
in making such a request. Every member
of the House was aware this debate was to
take place and should be 1n his place if he
desired to oppose it. The bill was brought
down late in the session because 1t was only
within & few days that it was found s0 many
members were in this position, 'The Gov-
ernment could not have framed a bill more
restrictive 1n its character, [tv left every
honorable gentleman free (o ascertain
before next session whether he had
contravened the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act or not. Public opinion would not
Justify any QGovernmeut in again bringing
forward & measure to protect gentlemen
who knowingly oftended against the law.
Thelr seats were in no way protected by this
bill, If, afler the passage ot this measure,
they should sit for a amngle day in Parla-
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ment, they would be liable to the penalty,

Bill,

and the punishment for one day would, he
thought, be suffictent to prevent a breach
of the laws. , ‘

Hon. Mr. MACP 4ERSON sad, as the
honorable Secreiary of State insisted on
proceeding with the measure, he would give
his reasons for objecting to the bill mits
present shape. It it had been made a con
dition precedent to taking advantage of
the provisions of the measure, that gentle-
men should vacate their seats, he (Mr, Mac-
pherson) would have been willing to relieve
them from the penalties they had ncurred,
There was, also, a very wide distinction to
be drawn between some of the alleged
cises and others. Those members of

the House of Commens who had
unintentionally and unwittingly violated
the letter ot the Act through

the action of a partner or clerk, for
selling a esm»ll quantity of merchandise to
an ofticial ot the Government, not knowing
or suspecting at the time that the pur-
chaser was an official, or that the purchase
was for the Government, occupled a very
different position from those who know-
inly oftended. It wasalleged that gentle.
wmen occupying the highest positions in the
other House, and 1n the country, held con-
tracts with the Government, some of them
bemng themselves. 1t was alleged, Cabinet
Mimsters. ‘There was a vast difference be-
tween the-e, who, from the position they
held, were able to enrich themselves at the
expe:se of the country by many thousands

. of dollars, and the men who had unknow-

ingly violated the letter of the Indepen-
dence of Parliament Act. He maintained
that the Senate should not relieve those
who were guilty knowingly and corruptly
m any way whatever. If 1t was true, as was.
alleged, that high officers were Government
contractors, drawing large sums of money
from the public treasury, under contracts
which they made with themselves, they
were guilty ot most scandalous conduct, and
he contended Parliament should not relieve
them of the legal penalties which attached
to their conduct. As he did not see that on
this the last day of the session the bill could
te smended in such a way as to relieve the
innocent and leave the guilty to punishment,
he wouid be obliged to record his vote
against the bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLER said, as the (Govern-
ment haid an accidental majority, he sup-
posed therec was no use in dividing the
H{ouse.

The bill
division,

Hon. Mr. SCOLT moved the House into
Committee on the bilt,

Hon, Mr. BROWN said it was very ditfi-

wa3s read a secoad time on 4



