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sentiment calts for the protection of the female of any age
under the circumstances of seduction under promise of mar-
rinage. I felt it was impossible to secure the passage of a
clause protecting females of any age, but I thought it
would be a reasonable compromise to adopt the age men-
tioned in the Bill. I can see very littlo difference in pro.
tecting females under eighteen and twenty-one years, and I
act in this matter in obedience to the expressed sentiment
which favors legislation of this kind. Although i always
feel like paying all due deference to the wishes of the right
bon. gentleman, I cannot feel it to bo my duty, under the
circumstances, to abandon entirely the provision contained
in the second clause. As a compromise I have proposed
that young men shall not be liable tilt they are twenty-on,
but that females shall have this remedy up to twenty one
years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On the assurance of the
hon. gentleman that thero is a general sentiment in the
country in favor of it-though i must ay we bave no as-
surance of that fact-I am willing to amend the clauoe as
indicated, the punishment not exceeding two years' im-
prisonment.

Mr. CIARLTON. Not exceeding two years' imprison-
ment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. CHARLTON. Veiy well; that makes it conform
to the other provisions of the Bill with respect to other
cifences.

Bill reported.

GOVERNOR GENERAUS WARRANTS,

Iouso resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of 8 r Richard Cartwright for:

Return showing te amounts (in detail) expended under warrants
from the Governor General in each cf thi years from 1873 to 1886, both
incluseive.

Mr. WELDON. It seems to me from the arguments
which were used by the members of tho Goverr4nnent,
when this subject was discussed in the Hfouse the
(ther day, Utûa they believed that the Administra
tion of my hon. friend from East York (M&r. Mac-
keLzie) was so worthy of imitation that they desired
to imitate it in every respect. In those days we
were told that if a change of Government took
place all these things would be remedied, while to day
we find that when any complaint is made from this
side, of their mode of managing public affairs, they immedi
ately turn round and jastify it by referring to something
that was done by the previous Administration. The Min-
ister of Justice, in this particular cae, endeavored to show
that the warrants which were issued in 1877 and 1878 were
of a similar character, and issued under similar circum-
stances, to those which were brought down during the
present Session. But, as I said before, I think my hont
friend was ratber disingenuous in the manner in which ho
referred to tihe speci il warrants issued from the 1st of July,
1877, to the 9 h of February, lI78. ie will find, if ho re
fers to those warrants, that they were totally different, andt
that they were mostly issued in October, 1S77, the last one
being où the 27th of D.cember, 1877. I find that the state-
ment is a statement of special warrants of is Excellency
the Governor General issued in accordance with Act 31
Vic., cap. 5, sec. 35, from 1st July, 1877, to 9th Feb-
ruary, 1878, inclusive, and that certified copies of the war-
rants and of Orders in Council recommending the same,
were annexed. I find in that statement the particalar
reasons given why -the warrants were ieued. For instance,

the first one authorises an erpenditure on public buildings
at St. John, NB, $30,000. I find on the 20th of October a
warrant, under the hand of the Governor General, on a re-
port of the Privy Council, dated the 19th of Ooctober, 1877,
in which it is pointod out that in consequence of the great
disaster which occurred at St. John, immeditito provision
bad tobe made for the repair of certain buildings, and
making a commencement to rebuild others. The fire had
taken place in June, 1877, and it is stated :

" That there is no parliamentary appropriation from which such ex-
penditure can b3 made, and tbat a necessity for the work In question is
urgent and immediate, and recommending that a special warrant do
issue conformably with the provisions of the 35th section of the Act 31
Vie., chap. 5, for the said amount."

Then we find that the next one was for the following
services, boing balances of previous appropriations which
had lapsed: Ottawa buildings, the tower; western block
extension; Intercolonial Railway freight cars, and expenses
before the Supreme Court. I find that tho report itates:

"On a memorandum dated 15th Octber, 1877, from the hon the
Minister of Finance, stating that having had under consideration tue
reports of the Ministers Of Public Works, Militia and Agriculture, re-
bpecting certain brtlances of appropriations of 1876-77 which have
lapsed, and it appearing that the continued expenditure for those
services, which are not otherwise provided for, ii necessary, he con-
curs in the recommendatiois tht those appropriations be provided for
by Governor General's warrant."

That report is dated on the 15thl of Octobor, and the war-
rant issaed on the 20th of Octobcr. Ticn the next one is
for certain public buildings and otîte- services, being
balances cf previous appropriations wbicl had lupsod. They
are as follows :-Briti>h Columbia penitontiary ; public
buildings, Nort -West; Li<utenant Governor's residence,
Battitlord; jemoveal of lieacon rock, Briiih Columbia;
Guelph custom bouse ; Shippega him bor ; graschopper
relief; criminal statistics; Australtan exhibiiioni ; Cow
Bay, C.B.; ammunjition and military stores. Then on the
12th of November, 1877, a warrant for what is called the
Mennonite Lan issued, on a report dated the 9th November,
1887. The report states :

" On a report, dated 30th October, 1897, from the hon. the Minister of
Finanoe, stating that on a memorandum from tbe lion. the liinister of
Agriculture, representing that there was a pressing nocessity for an
advance to the Mennonites, for which tiere was no available appropria-
tion, an Ordern iiiCoucil wasp jassed, the 26th ot October, advising
that $7,600, th.e b laice unexpeuded Cr the apprrpriation for the ien-
nonite loan, in the years 1875 76, b2 piil inito the bands uf thu nteceiver
General for that purpose; that the balance had been deposited by the
Receiver General, 14th September, and that there is no authority for
issning a warrant for the amount."

Thon the last one is a warrant issued on the 27th of
December, 1847, on a report of a Committee of the Privy
Council, approved by Mis Excellency in Council on the
24th December, 1877 :

"On a memorandum date I l17th December, 1877, farn the hon, the
&linister ut Public Workd, reproaeting that the Superintendent for the
construction of the Government build'igs and other works at Battleford
and Fort l'ey, North-West Ter.itories, reporta under date 2)th 8ep-
temberlastthat owing to severatunexpected causes the original estimated
cost of these works has been exceeded by a'out $30,00u, and tecom-
mending that in accordance with the poviîsiou of Act 3i Vie., chap. 5,
sub-sec. 2 of section 35, a special warrant for $30.000 be issued to meet
the extra liabilities necessarily incurrel for the works.in question, and
that the amount be placed in the SuDplemintary Estimates to be laid
before Parliament at its next Session."

There we have not only a statement in regard to the
special warrants and Orders mn Council, but setting forth
the reasons why these expenditures were made.

Sir CUARLES TUPPER. That is in theim all.
Mr. WELDON. Not in what is brought down here.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, but every one of these

warrants is founded on an Order in Cotncil in precisely the
same terms as the hon. gentleman has read to the House.

Mr. WELDON. I know that, and they can only be
issued on an Order in Counoil, but the report brought down
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