H PARTIES AT SEA.

[

ef Justice Decides That Two
gants Are Mixed Over an
Agreement. “

Bt in the Case of Gorden and
Harymont—Costs to be
Divided.

owing is the jodgment rendered by
: Justice in the: ease of Gordon v,
that in deciding: this case allthe
examined in the ease of Derry v,
Peek v. Derry find & place. I think
laid down by Lord Herschel in the
Pment of his judgment in the House:
vill illustrate and govern the decision:
the 19th of December, 1891, the plain=
defendant signed a memeorandum
Hefendant acknowledged the receipt
ph and an order for $50 worth of goods

for and on account of B. Go don giv-
. Marymont his claimon the store
by Lockhart & Co.” 'The plaintiff

ave the agreement of the 19th of De-

BY1, set aside as a nullity, and the sum
paid and the order for $50 cancelled
ound that the defendant had notat
nor at any time before or since,any
» any assignable interest) in'the -
8, and this is demonstrated by the
But the defendant had forafew
pviously been in correspondence with
here of the landlerd, touching the
It is true nothing precise was speci-
Br by that agent or the defen!&nt.
fo the rent or the term of years,bmt
jiations, though+4n so very inchoate a
yet been so far recogniz.d by the
agent that other appliants would
p feferred to the defendant, or post-
the defendant’s negotiations were
one way or the other. This at least
vidence of a gentleman who seems to
m upon him, I think, erreniously, to-
p Landlord’s agent. I ta.kehisst?a.te-
perely showing the view he took of
iations (of which he seem’s to have:
ktent aware) and not as binding on:
ird or anybody else. i r
on is in fact two actions in one,

so 3
plaintiff seeks a return of $100 it is:

of deceit. In so far as it seeks to:
8 agreement, of the 19th of December
liability under it, it seems to be in
eof either an action seeking relief
pund of a common mistake, b an
t for the sale of a non-existing

ps as more analogous to the case '

jontributory to a joint stock compan
ave his name struck off the list,
t to take shares cancelled, on. the
untrue representatiens in the pro-
Such an action is often accompanied
er that the directors or promoters who-
untrue statement may be decreed to:
the plaintiff any instalments he may
e andfvhich they have received in
the shares so improvidently applied
v as to this relief against the directors

1 rsg-ersunally, Derry v. Peck, in.the -
Lor

s, 14 App., cases reversing thede-
he Court of Appealin Peck v. Derry (36
replacing Mr. Justice Stirling’s oﬂg}i
jion has finally ruled that the plain
tainsuchrelief unlessheshowsfrandin
ors. That decision has been much
in subsequent cases, In "Angus ¥vs.
2 Ch. 480, and in the still more recent
pox vs. Hayman in the Chancery
and decided on March last, And, ac-
0 them all, the Plaintiff in the present
hot recover his $100 unless he shows
flefendant on. the 19th of Decem]
it he was assigning nothing and con-
no advantage from himself to the
Now, although I agree that Gordon
hat time, ng assignable estate or inter-
is to be obsgrvfed th i pl v .
fains no word of grant or men!
tion of any estate. He ‘gives
elaim.” I do®not know 'that this
fly means a claim enforceable
the landlord. I think jGordon
ad nothing of the kind. Whatever
¢onsideration the landlord, or theland-
nmed agent, was willing to show him,
tter of grace only, of preferenceshown
g with one who was already tonant of
Poining property belonging to the land-
ut I think Gordon believed, however,
! . that Mr. Preptjce.was thelandlord’s
r. Burns’ temporary absence, and I
at Mr. Prentice had led him to believe
ha preference would beshown hitm. This

”claim” which, biiaﬂeemant. he was’ =
2!

up,” though it is y probable that
Int was not at all aware of its shadowy
ghen he agreed to give him $160 and
use of the basement and part of the w
for renonuncing it. But I also
glrobable that Gordon, however erron-
id really believe that he had
Im of some description, such
events as to make
for a time at least, for Marymont to
ge without his concurrence. The
he 19th December was not, tHerefore,
[point of view, consciously without con-
0 moving from him to the plaintiff. I
nk he fully explained to Marymont
re and extent of bis negotiations with
hy more than he disclosed to Burns the
ind extent of his negotiations with'
jnt. But I do not think that reticence
m liable in an action of deceit as de-
he recent cases already referred te.
8 been done and paid without inten-,
pud cannot be recailed.
dsthe cancellation of the unperformed
he agreement of the 19th of December,
the case is very different. Itseems
m Lord Herschell’svery lucid exordinm
bek s claim had merely been against.the
y to annul his contract to take sharesin
bnce of the mis-statements of the pros-
and to have the list of contributaries
he would have tucceeded. But, inas-
the action was against the directors.
¥, to make them refund the instal-
jid by him, he failed, for he could not
pt the directors were aware of the
their statements at the time of pub-

Iprebent case, both the parties seem to
In laboring under a sconceptien of
hdant’s rights in the subject matter of -
pment. The defendant had no claims
Ir upon tholand or the landlord, Pos-
b may, even to this day, think that
some _interest, perfm.ps. that
me still. That only shows to my mind
pughness of his misapprehension of
on, for he has no interest, and never
and when two parties have made
ement, both of them being under the
mplete misapprehension of faoctsas to
et matter of the contract, it is a mat-
urse to give relief. The order for $50
must be given up to be cancelled, and
e of the agreement of the 19th of De-
declared void. But Mr.
e $100. As each tﬁ“ty has suceeded
nd failed in part, there will be no costs

rnard, of McPhilli
for the plaintiff, ai
Taylor, for the defendant,

Wooton &

INDIAN LANDS,

g EprTor:—Sir, the British Columbia
B at Ottawa are assuredly ignorant or
E a very long bow, and making exag-
8 and mistakes, They say there are
pe Indians on the Songees reserve, at
who have any claim to the Treserve,
L the truth is, there are about 130. It
nown that the Indians in British Col-
hitivate a considerable quantity of their
and, in addition, have ds of cattle
gs. For these they require, and must
ns,” the same as the greedy white
which the white man does not pay

hgh.
Implaint used to be. and is often now,
reserves were not large enough. will
members at Ottawa. say how man;
fis of acres of land are held by so-call
pn. merely for the pu e of specula-
improvements of any kind being made
'whether they wish the Indian reserves
ght up for a similar purpose? 4
lly time that the educated aborigine
b allowed to own and pre-empt land,
it on his own account, and become
In the body politic. This has alwa;
nded, and is the true solution of the
lestion. At present the reserves must
y them and, in any case, for their ben-
by no means sold, if merely for the
Bpeculators. LS.H,

For Over Fifty Years.

INSLOW’S SooTHING SYRUP has been
over fifty years by millions of mothers
children when teething, with perfect
It soothoes the child, softens the gums,
pain, cures wind colic, and is the best .
or Diarrhcea. It will relieve the poor
lerer immediatelg. Sold by Druggists
part of the world. Twenty-five cents
Be sure and ask for *‘ Mrs, Wigsbw'!
Syrup,” and take no other kin
ul d&wily

at the memoran-

«of shipwrecks, which were
-occurring dn the West Coast, and

Gordon will °

Mr. Pryor,of

y

e e

—— o

INIST. FRIDAY, 'APRIL 25, 1892

PROVINCIAL LEGISLATURE.

Second Session of the Sixth Parlia-
ment. ¥

All the formalities in connecpion with the
passing of the estimates having 'been dis-
posed of,

The House went into Committee, with
Wr. Martin in the chair, upon a bill, to pro-
vide certain sums of money for the public

serviee, introduced by the - hon, Finance | PT:

M nister.

The bill was reported to the House, the
report ~ adopted, and ‘the bill ‘advanced
through its first and second readings,

MR. SPEAKER’'S RULING.
Mr. SpeAkER ruled the Canadian Wes-

tern and Canadian Northern Railway Com- | P2

pany’s bill in order. It might have been as-
sailable in the manuer outlined by the hon.
senior member for Vancouver City, had it

been introduced by a private member, but, | o

on the contrary, it had been brought down
by message from the Lieut.-Governor. The
bill did not enlarge the: powers granted to
the Canadian Western Railway Company
by the act of 1886. e

The ruling was debated at considerable
length by the Premier and the leader of the
Opposition, Hon. Mr. Davie, Mr. Cotton
and Dr. Milne,

B. 0. UNIVERSITY.

Mge. EBERTS moved the House into com-
mittee upon the bill to amend the B.C.
University Act of 1891.

The House seemed of opinion that the
subject was one which - might well stand
over for another session, and the resolution
was lost upon the following division:

AyEs—Messrs., Grant, Beaven, Smith,
Robson, Vernon, Hunter, Anderson, Eberts,
and Fletcher—9. ; .

Navs—Messrs. Semlin, McKenzie, Sword,
Kitghen, Punch,  Cotton, Milne, Horne,
Brown, Forster, Keith, Stoddart, Booth
and Rogers—I14.

A WIRE TO ALBERNI

Mz. FreroHEr moved That * whereas)
the rich and important District of Alberni
is practically isolated from the rest of the
provmce; %

«“And whereas a contract, to ‘which the

Dominion Goyernment iS & party, has been |

entered into for the extension of the Vic-

toria-Wellington telegmphlina to Comox, & 9.

within easy distance of Alberni; ¥

“ And whereas extensive milling and
manufacturing interests are now being
established in the said district; i

“And whereas it is believed that the
further extension of this line to the head of
Alberni Canal, in the said district, could be
accomplished for the moderate sum of four-|
teen hundred dollars; W

“And whereas such further -extension
would be of immense benefit-to said inter-
ests,as well as to the whole of the west:
coast of Vancouver Island;

“Therefore, be it Resolved, That an

humble address be presented to the Lieun- |

lease remember rthat ]
Bwpd to ex ‘either approval or
proval; in the Legislature such & pr >
is'enjoyed only by the members.” == =
/" The clerk of the Housé then procesded to
Lread ‘the resolution passed on'the 12th of
April, and Mr. Speaker continued: |
““My warrant has been returned, and the
'parties themselves are now present. I have
to ask  you, gentlemen (this to the Mesars,
‘Kennedy), why you disobeyed the symmons
of this House on the 22d of March ?”

Mz. J. M. Kenxepy—** Is that the only
question you have to ask?” 3
Mz. SpeAxER—*‘The
esent,”

only one at

* Mz, J, M. Kexnepy—*1 will then pro-
ceed to read a statement which I'have here
written—it is the only statement which we
intend to make here to-day.”

The statement read was as - follows :

“1,. That previousto the 7th day of Algrﬂ
A.D. 1892, the Legislative Assembly of the Pro-
vince of British Uolumbia did not sess the
wer of arrest with a view to adjudicateon a
complaint of contempt commicted out of doora,
* 9. That the alleged offence (if any) was com-
mitted (if at all) previous to the 7th day of
Avpril, A.D. 1892, wit, on the 17th day of
March A.D. 1892, at the city of New Weatmin-
er,
3. That they have not been ty of any
contempt against your honorable House or
against any Committee thereof, or against any.
h ber thereof, touching any

P13 privileaes, !
of its privileges. ‘
o p’l‘lu-).te’g they did not attend at the Bar of
our honorable House on the 29th day of March
ast pastas directed in the summons firstly is-
sued on the 22ud day of March A.D. 1892, acting
under the advice of counsel, who advised that
your honorable body had no jurisdiction”to
pu as for contempt for the publication of an
alleged libel committed out of doors.
* 5. That although sufficient notice of the
injunction may be given by tele-
ice of any process issued or
sanction of your honorable House,
directed to or against-any part{ or parties
whom it is sought to affect, disobedience to
which would be followed by punishment, as for
contempt, must be personal, and the original of
any such process must be shown by the party

serving.

“8. ‘%hat at the time of the alleged service of
the summons. issued after the passmgggt the
{Legislative Assembly Privileges Act, 1892, the
e g e Qe g W plg df g

lon. e effecting su ser-
vice, nor wasitin mw of New Westmin-
ster where the alleged service was attempted
O bt he, said | Act, viz: ‘Legislati

ik 2 ) cl Ins ve
Assemb.y Privileges Act, 1892, does not give to
your Honorable , H ouse,\nh urlsdlgt.lonotto en!

any P C e

for. contempt in respect of the matter com-
plained of herein, inasmuch as the alleged con-
tempt was committed (if at all) before the pas-

sing of the said Act.
8. That the said Aot itself is ulira vires so
for libel alleged to have been

ed out of doors.

trospective, yet, in the proposed application
of it againsnehfm Kennedy, it is construed
5088 to be rotm:ﬁecﬁvo.- ;

“10. That should it be att‘;-arwgl to punish as
for non-attendance, or diso ence to any sum-
mons, subpeena or warrant, Messrs. nedy
contend that it must be and is in resp f

they cannot: bepi-

ﬁi‘&‘;m of

‘hat the said Act is not expressed to be had

" 'were anxious to make a
 power of the legislature ;

‘other five, one at a. m’xdthm altogether'|
if they choose. - g pinge

piteous als for

‘mpathy; if any sympathy should be given
they were so unfortunate as to have received,

they' would be forced to abide. The
Messrs, Kennedy  might now go to the
Supreme Court, which had ample jurisdic-
tion, and to whose decision  the House was
bound to bow. - The House = was
not proceceding under any - retroactive
statute ;  the House was very pro-
rly dealing with a contempt arising
rom the refusal of the Messrs. Kennedy to
obey its summons, and also |dealing with
them for coming to-day and reiterating their
libel previously published in their news-
paper. The matter was being dealt with
by the House exactly as it should be dealt
with.  The Messrs. Kennedy had simply
ghosen to set themselves against the House,
‘and they should be shown that the House
conld-not be maligned, abused and treated
with contempt—and with impunity. He
Was soITy to see any attempt made to make
this a purk{ question;. it was not - of such a'
character, but one touching the honor of the
House, and it was in this light that it
should be considered and disposed of. !
The motien was duly seconded by the
hon: Premier, and

Hon. Mz, BeaveEN said that he would

the Attorney-General some _little ‘wisdom.
He seemed, however, determined to push
this matter until  he had ' shown
that as a constitutional lawyer he was
not a great snccess. Apart from this, the
House should not assent to back up the Gov-
ernment ‘in. one of the mest high-handed
measures ever attempted in a free province,
a measure having for its object the sup-
pression of a free pressand the death of
free discussion. In every instance where
an effort had been made in this province to
honestly discuss and criticise their actions,

ter. | the Government policy was to take advan-

tage of all the little . technicalities of libel
laws to bulldoze and crush the press. Pre-
sumably, the Attorney-General = was the

| author and and adviser of this course. Libel

suits by members of the Government against
the newspapers that dared to criticise them
been unknown until the present Gov-
ernment stepped into power. Why, .when
Mr. Speaker himself was editor of & decidedly
free-spoken paper, he had libelled him (Hon.
Mr. Beaven) more than any man in the
Provincial Legislature, and yet, no libel

of
aamnmonaisub cena or warrant issued in a
matter which t Honorable House has no
otion to enquire into. -

1L That they bona fide, believed that no
summons, subpcena or warrant had been
issued, and thealleged notice by telegrapht* ot
an all summons was not genuine, as the
circumstances surrounding the t&nr(meeﬁi.ugs in
this matter from its very incep will prove
‘that their belief w:&lnot. unreasonable.

‘12, That the torial published in the
Columbian of the 2ith March last past, ex-
plains the article published in the news-

tenant-Governor, praying that he may be
pleased to move the
take such  steps as may be necessary
to secure . the npeedy construction” of the
work referred to.” = L

The hon.: gentleman in ting his
resolution, described the varied and rich
resources of his district, and outlined its’
needs, though he would  have preferred, he
said, tothave retained hie characteér as “‘the
silent ember.?: L IR S

Dr. Miryz seconded the resolution, which
was  8n by the remarks of several
hon. gentlemen. b b L ey

Mg: GraNT particularly referred to the
advantage of the proposed line in the cases
frequently

Hoxn. Mg. RopsoN promised to embody
this point in the letter covering the resolu-
tion in transmission to Ottawa. . = ™

The resolution passed unanimously.

NO INFORMATION.

Mg. Grant, informally, asked the
remier if any communication or notification
gad been received. from the Dominion
Government as to their intentions towards
the Nelson ‘and Fort Sheppard railway, in
answer to the resolution of the House,
passed on March 31st. ;
Hox. Mr. RoBsoN replied that no, word
had been received, and
The Hopse rose for luncheon.

Business was resumed at 2:30 o’clock.

Hox. Mz. RoBsoN, rising to a question of
privilege, reviewed the circumstances con-
nected with Mr. Speaker’s ruling as to the
construction of the Esguimalt water works
bill, asked for by the hon. leader of the Op-
position, A% the time, on March 17, he (the
Premier) took very sfrong und against
the ruling, which was referred back to Mr.
Speaker, who, on the 10th of this month,
brought in a second and elaborate ruling,
accompanied by an opinion of Hon. A.
Richards and numerous authorities,  These
seeming ito show conclusively that the
stand taken by both the hon. leader
of the Opposition and . himself was a
wrong one. Hon.  Mr. Robson wished
to place himeelf right and express to Mr.
Speaker his regret for having so warmly
opposed a ruling which subsequentinforma-
tion proved to %mve been well considered
and well grounded. x

COMPANIES’ ACT.

The House went into committeey with Mr,
Cotton chairman, upon the bill to amend
the Companies’/Act.

The bill was reported complete with
amendments; the report adopted and the
bill finally read. ¢

LAND REGISTRY BILL.® ~

The House again went into committee,
Mr. Smith in the cbair, upon ' the Land
Registry bill, which was reported complete
with amendments. ;

U. © N. AND T. LS.

The report on the U Columbian Navi- |
gation and Tramway Co. Land Subsidy bill
was adopted and the bill read a third time.:

WATER RESERVATION BILL.

The Water Reservation bill, No. 75,
passed its final reading.

C. W, AND 0. N. RAILWAY.

The House went into committee on the
Canadian Wesf and Canadian - Northern
Railway bill, Mr, Horne in the chair.

The committee rose at 5;40, ‘reporting
progress.

At 5:40 oclock the. Sergeant-at-Arms
shouldered the glittering mace and the
doors of the House were thrown open. A
moment later the Sergeant-at-Arms ap-
peared, ushering $o the bar Messrs.
James M. and Robert Kennedy, publish-
ers of the Westminster Columbian. These
gentlemen had just = arrived by the
steamer Louise, and had been escorted from
the dock to the legislative 'hall direct by
Supt. Hussey, Sergeant ey and officer
Hunter, of the Provincial police.

As the ‘much-looked-for publishers ap-
peared, the members ‘of the Opposition in-
dulged in enthusiastic hand-clapping, which
was at once taken up by the crowded gal:
leries, to whom Mr. Speaker dirécted his

immediate attention,

minion Government 1 }

. | that Messrs. James M. an

: Alreyd%they have been

on the 17th day of March last past,
ng the alleged libel constituting the con-
empt herein) and cléarly demonstrates the
fact that Messrs. Kennedy did not ‘make any
personal charges against any of your commit-
tee, or any members thereof, or against any
member of your Honoranle House. ;

‘*13. That Messrs, Kennedy believed at the
time, and stilldo believe, that the public in
terests would have been better served by the
S iola, 5o that tho. cariyieg of bassenigers bo.

80
R o By
that it Was their duty s public journalists to
m&%mﬁ or‘*%hs,nmmmdme'in“’rﬂ-
‘porting again thesaid Bill.” 3
Having passed ns to the Chair copies of
the statement and of the Columbian of
March 24, the clerk proceeded to read the
article in that issue, headed *‘‘Amateur
Czarism,” the contents of which have al-
ready been given in substance in the CoL-
ONIST.

Mgz. SPEAKER, referring to the article,
read—¢‘Is this intended as your explanation
of the article of the 17th ?” ;

Mg, KeNNEDY—* Yes, sir.”

Mg. SpeAKER—*‘ As an apology for that
article ¥

Mz. KeNnNEDY—*¢ As an explanation ——
only.”

Hox. Mg, Davig stated that he had a
motion prepared touching the case, but did
not know whether it would be advisable to.

‘| introduce it while the publishers were at

the bar or not. - He supposed that they
should withdraw and await the pleasure of
the House. =

Hon. Mr. Poorey quoted from May’s
Parliamentary Practice, page 115, touching
the point, and

SeeAxEr decided that, following the

practice as laid down in May, the parties at
the bar should be allowkd to withdraw
before the case was opened for discussion.

The Messrs. Kennedy, with their escort,
acoordingly withdrew.

Hon, Davie—I beg now to move
Robert Ken-
nedy, having been convicted of ‘a contempt

| House should proceed no further .in this
matter; they should not take the action out- .o
by the Attorney-General in his

proceedings were instituted, or even thought
of. An Indegendenb press was a guarantee
of freedom ; but he was not in favor, how-
ever, of license for the press. He had read
the article in question, and he had read
hundreds of other articles about members of
the Government, ‘of which no notice was
taken—and that very properly.. He pro-
posed to move an aniendment to the resolu-
tion of the Attorney-General. That gentle-
man might be o great constitutional lawyer;'
but he was not the greatest in Canada.
There was the Hon, Edward  Blake, whose
opinion in regard to similar legislation in
Quebec, to that defining the rights and pri-
vileges of the Legitlature, he proceeded to
reaj. The Quebec act had been pronounced

-1 ultra vires of a Provincial Legislature, and

such mght very possibly be the decision

the B. C. act, was put_to the test. e

lined by X eneral in his reso-
lution, at least not'ﬁ%:l the' constitutional-
ity of the act of the Legislature had been
tested in the courts, In this 19th cen!
such powers of the House, even if p

should not be exercised in an attempt to
suppress the Fourth estate. If the only news-
papers published were those subsidized and
‘controlled by the Government, public in-
terests would be very poorly safe-guarded ;
an independent press was an indispensable
adjunct of freedom.” Of course license was
not an advantage; it' was a direct and
great injury to the %spe_r itself. ' He moved
an amendment to Hon. Mr. Davie’s resolu-i
tion to strike out all words following the
introductory *‘that,” and %o insert, ** this
House .proceed no_further in this matter,
and that Messrs. James M. dand -Robert
Kennedy be now discharged from custody.”

Mg, BrowN, gpeaking to the amendment,
said that the leader of the Opposition had
gone over the ground he had chosen very
thoroughly and fully, relieving him of much
he would otherwise have felt bound to say.
He (Mr. Brown) would speak more particn-
larly of other aspects of the guestion than
those touched on by the last speaker. He
denied that the House bad the power that
was here sought to be .exercised ; he denied
that any libel had been published ; and 'he
denied that any contempt had been com-
mitted.  If the House had no power to
make the order which < was treat-
ed  with  contempt, where  was

of the House, be taken in charge by the
Sergeant-at-Arms and brought to the Bar
of the House on Friday morning (to-morrow)
at 11 o’clock.

Said the Attorney-General—“I cannot
help thinking ‘that that explanation—a re-
markable document—we have just heard
read, shows clearly that these defendants
have, ~unfortunately for -themselves, been
very badly advised.  In the first place, in
defying .the authority of <the House they
have /chosen to take the point that the
House is dealing with them in ' respect to
matter published prior to the passege of the
Act dealing with the rights and privileges
of the Legislature;, To me this is purely
immur;efrinl. ‘We m:y. a;mnw, for the pulx--
poses of argument, that the point is proj
taken. ]g:whnt’ has be‘enponaid md!:;:n{
here to-day is simply a reiteration and ex-

ration of the libellons action of the 17th
arch.
April, the defendants come and hand in to
the House what is as a libel as that per-
trated on the House on the 17th of March.
g;ery'pnbliuﬁon of u;y libellous article is
Bherans e Mam: o Maen partion 1o

3 tem; an for es
come m-m Ho!:ae with such a document
as that handed Mr, Spesker,  to-day.
ty of contempt
of this House, in not. having obeyed its
summons. They say. tﬁdge(h not attend

1 sum was

Here, to-day, on the 2lst of|ad

the contempt. Certain  niembers of
the House insisted on calling the article
published in the Columbian of the 17th of
March, “a scandalous libel,” and this be-
fore any investigation had been made. The
House itself had already condemned the
actions of the Attorney-General and the
Committee which were referred toin the
articles about which so much fuss was
being made—though perhaps not in the
same manner or as strongly asithe paper.
Steps taken by the Attorney-General and

by  the House, and it ‘was a
criticism of these very things  con-
demned by the House, that formed- these
very articles for which the Messre. Kennedy
were taken to task. Their articles were
simply a feiteration of the ex&reued opinion
of the House. It was certainly very bad
taste on the g:rt of the . Atforney-General
to say that the Kennedys - had been badly
vised. The At -General, too, said
that the article of March 24 was “as bad a
libel 88 the other.” How could  this . be
fairly said?. He (Mr. Brown) did not

public men, members . of the House, cou!

by any intelligent man be taken as aninsult
to the House. The publishers of the Col-
umbian had ' distinctly stated that they
never intended to make any imputation of
personal wrong-doing, corruption or bribery.
No‘ attgmpt- had been made to show that the

becanse the copy of f me
| iransmitted ' by telegraph. ‘Again 1 say
they have beonive:x y advised. They
have already learned from one judge of the
Supreme - Court, that the advice they
followed was far from sound. There are
several judges in this oity, and if they
choose to go' further, and again apply for,
habeas corpus, they will only find . his judg-
ment confirmed. s :

The “hon. gentleman proceeded to cite
the parallel case of John Dill, which eame
up in Melbourne, Australia, in 1862, when
the House acted as it had in this present
case. /The delinquent initiated and was
defeated on habeas . proceedings in
eh;i Colonial ; g
taking action agains i
at-Arms and the Speaker, carried . the
matter before the Privy Council, by whom,
of course, the decision of the -

Said he: “‘Gentlemen in the gallery will

lature ~ was . sustained. He'\ 7{Ben,

W
urts, and then, ‘after
' orgeant- | free trade in tobacco and

n was not justified; no attempt
had been made to prove that their articles
meant more ti onest eriticism. - There
had been no argument in - this direction;
only blatant assertion. While appreciating
the Attorney-General’s ability as a lawyer.'
he (Mr. Brown) éould not take as gospel all
he said. - In fact he was never suré when
the Attorney-General gave an opinion to
the House whether it was an honest .opin-
ion, or one dexterously framed to mislead
the House. Supposing for a moment that
the legislation' in this matter be inira vires,
by its mere passage, the Attorney-General
admitted that the House didn’t possess the
power before. For an example: supposing
that all duties were removed, and there was
A Vie-
toria gentleman goes over the Sound and
brings back a ‘box of good cigars. He
pays no  duty; there is none to

s motion would give them' oppe I
ey had tried o‘smgtndg-z mﬁ
martyes for publio rights and principle, and |
| were making g ‘P.’nhr
:i'em, it was on account of the bad advice|in
whioh they “had followed, and by which|’

bave thought experience might have taught | PO

the Committee had, however, been rejected | Hi

lll&pr ito g

'nob. it created Tn th’a " case
Dill, instanced hyl the Agf;?tney,-(}@neml,
islature ) express i
Wh—] w"f.::’m.a"" bygl:lfh

from _ the
ything

be looked « for "in a person
sitting in ' j n other men. The
means of a small majority of "followers at
the back of him and-his colleagues, thought
to intrench himself in a position_that he or
they could ‘not hold for a single day if
the voice of the people could be properly

- in ++. 43

an;
the - con-|If they were depen

shamefally sbased and vilified] 'mmou
‘bore
n of

its own condemnation. The resolution

] 'l’aglin;,_ d{%ho bsw-bmght{aﬁdl' duct of the men who sat in their places in | press, not because he was a member of the
in d%';the%&o’ tr%: ) Would | the House and applanded such  actions b )
orright? eneral

| the Attorney-General went/ to this extent,

‘that the House should take some reasonable
time to consider what they thought to bea
proper punishment for the Ken:
ers er  the circumstances.

Attorney-General’saction | had come forward and simply defied the
: firgt | authority of the House, and objected

to tender any Apology for their action.

iug om any ‘state-
ments or threats of certain members having
the effect. of deterring the Government

truth wultht the Attorney-General by |from any action it saw fit to take, they

were making a very great mistake. The
Government would not be swayed one bit
from the right course in this matter, and
that course having been decided on they
would carry it out regardless of threats or

heard. This was the obj pting
to muzzle the press. regard to ‘the
'C;lumbian, i;udwu a  paper gvtgcg
the premier had his speci ge. So ha
the attorney-general, . whogzn conduct had
heen severely criticised in its columns, and
80 had the second member for Yale. - These
three were the leaders in the prekent mat-
ter, so it would be seen that personal feel-
ing played-an important part. It was said
that, the press had to be taught respect for
gi)aels Hc;u-e. s
i of - & certain paper suppo to
enjoy the ‘confidence . of the Government
were infinitely more objectionable to'decent
men than plain, Anglo-Saxon denunciation
of wrong-doing wherever seen.: The House
was nothing more thana big Municipal

wer the Attorney-General wished to give
it was absolutely ridiculous. What were
the facts? The Kennedys had yet to see
the ;-iginal su 5, and b they
would’not obey a telegram, which might or
might not have possessed any authority,
they were arrested and dragged to jail like
common felons. If this sort: of thing was
to be tolerated, no journalist could criticise
any act of a majority of the House without
the fear of being arrested like a thief, and
dragged from home to the bar of the House.
At the bar of the English House such
power would be” nsed calmly and intelli-
gently ; here it wonld be used vindietively,
for party purposes and for purposes of little
personal spite. : o

The debate was adjourned until evening,
the House risin} at 6 o’clock.

EVENING SESSION.
The Speaker took the chair at 8 o’clock.

Hox. Mr. Poorgy said that he had heard
nothing to causeé him to change his opinion
of the question now before the House, since
the matter had been discussed on the three
previous occasions. The Hon. Leader of
the Opposition had referred tolegal 6pinions
bxgtesaed by Hon. Edward Blake and Sir
John Macdonald, but it should be remem-
bered that these opinions had been given on
statutes passed by a House which 'had not
the suthority of the British Columbia Legis-
lative Assembly. 'When those unfortunate
men had come to the bar of the House
during the rnoon, what had the Hon.
Leader of the Opposition done? He had
tapped his'desk, and otherwise applanded
the men who had defamed every member of
the House. It was the test insult of
all, that a man in the position of the leader
of the Opposition should have gone out of
his to signify his approval of the acts
of the Kennedy brothers in maligning him-
lself and his fellow ' members. It was

if rmame, and ‘what should he say of the

uct of the hon. member for New West-.

0 t. - Noother term 85
‘used in characterizing his conduct which
had been mostabominableand anwarranted.
And  what.did the applause of these two
members and one or two others prove? It

» | proved beyond a shadow of doubt that

chose two unfortunate men who had ap-
peared before the House were mere cats-
g:wn. They were working men. They
d not written thédlibellous article. They
were not capable of gwriting it. They were
simply brought forward to shelter the real
writer of the article the' man who ' had ap-
plauded their appearance 80 loudly and so
disgracefully. - As far as. the  legal
t of the case was concerned he fully
agreed with the opinion of the Attorney-
General, to the effect that the House had
full 'i(f)wer‘-to deal with the contempt shown
it. If the men-so dealt with feltlaxemulves
aggrieved in any way they had their redress
by an application to the judges, who would
soon set the matter right.
only‘interpret the law as passed by the Leg-
islature of the Province. The speaker did

ment brought forward by Hon. Mr. Beaven,

clearing up once and for all. The leader of
the Opposition had stated that ‘‘the Gov-
ernment were attempting to interfere with
men who were peacefully pursuing their or-
dinary avocation.” = Now, no man need ever
have any fear of molestation when pursaing
his ordinary avocation, but when he went
beyond t.htt——wlien he attempted 1o steal
away the characters of honerable men, then
it was time that a power higher than him-
self should step in and interfere. The arti-
cle in the Columbian of the 17th inst. was
not directed, as some hon, members seemed
to imagine, against the Government of the
province, but against a committee of the
House, composed  of'  members  of
every party. . It then ‘became . the
duty of  the ' Government acting
as men with a sense of their responsibilities
to uphold the dignity and honor of the
cuse. The 'Government itself had not
been slandered. They were not -defending
themselves in the matter. They were
'simply defending the hon. members of the
whole House, no mattér whether they were
friendly to the Government or not. (Hear,
hear.) The hon. member for New West-
minster city had that day lowered himself
in the estimation of everybody by his con-
temptible actions. They were told -that
the vote, summoning the Kennedy Brothers
to the bar of the House, was a party wote.
It was nothing whatever of - the kind. ' The

«gee | vote stood 22 to 6, and the member for
How a criticism of the public acts of éersq%rﬁew ‘Westminster had cast a sluron 22 of

i ;2‘1;:, mfuelmben when h; acted ig mﬁh
& disgracel and applanded the
actions of the men who had tried to cast the
ftaveat charges on the characters of his
ellow members. It had been said that the
Government were attempting to gag the
ress. - He didn’t know how the press were
ing gagged in . the matter
House. gagging the ' press was uw&l:inf
a newspaper from printing grave untruths af-
fecting personal _ honesty, then he would
say let the press be gagged. He would
never attempt to interfere with the great
work of the press, ot its high duties, for its
duties were of the very highest order. But
if the proprietors of the Columbian bad
wished to censurs the Private Bills Commit-
tee they could have done it in a very differ-
enb way.  Any man of common sense or
education could write an article %:ite as
strong and just-as much to the  point, but
couched in respectiul, decent . The
duty of the Private Bills Committee was a
very difficult one, at best, to performsatis-
factorily; and if they did their work honor-
ably and well they should get the Jeredit jof
it, but if they incurred the cnmitg of { .
vate individuals simply because they chose

pay. Then the Government passesa tariff

‘4

{0 throw ous eertaiw bills, were they to be

i

Surely "the inuendoes and!

Council; to say that ,it should have the|by

ater Gty by the  last s
‘minster ( ibv! It ma nblnhttoly bmm& ‘ih‘*" ks of Mr. Poorley o

but one thing he had referred to needed{did not

18 from whatever source they
came, The hénor of the House was going
to be protected, ond the members of the
House had, he was confident, sufficient
honor among ' themselves to support the
honor of the Honse as a bedy. e would
vote for the resolution. ;

. MR. Browx—I rise to a point of order.
Does Mr. Pooley says that I wrote that
article in the Columbian ? ;

Hon. Mr. Rossox—He didn’t say'so.

Hox. Mr. PooLEY—What I said was that
neither of those unfortunate men who were
brought to the Bar of the House to-day
wrote it, but that they were being made
merely the catspaws for the man who did.

Mz. BrowN. ell I declare here that
the article was neither inspired or written

me. .

Mz. SemuIN said that the : Attorney-
General, in support' of his = resolution
bad to go, for a parallel example of
what he proposed to do, to Australia,
and even that instance hapyned 24 years
ago. The hon. member for Yale then went
on to say that the article in question had
no doubt been written when the people of
New Westminster felt very warm over the
question at issue. The men who had been
called to the Bar of the House had, he

the province, and had reached  the position
they had attained through sheer pluck and
energy. They felt the -matter deeply, and
surely could be excused for writing as they
felt. The House was strong, and they
ought to be magnanimous as well. It would
be far more befitting the dignity of the
Assembly, and far more to their credit, if,
now that the men were 'before them, they
ordered their release and allowed the
matter to drop. The speaker then fol-
lowed up the remarks of the leader of
the opposition concerning the legal aspect
of the case, going over the same line of argu-
ment. He had seen, only a few days ago,
in the Hamilton Spectator, the Dominion
House of Commons called a ‘“den of horse
thieves,” and still that honorable body had
not felt themselves entitled to take any
notice of the accusation. If what the
Columbian had stated was a libel then
hundreds of papers throughout the Domin-
ion were guilty of libel every day in the
week. This referred not only to the lead-
ing journals but minor ones as well,
some not so prominent. It would be much
more gracious, now that the Kennedy’s had
been so humbled, to be humane and let
them go. They had been dragged from
their homessome distance away, and surely
that should be enough.

Hoy. Mr. Davie said that  in
lngplementing what  remarks on  the
subject he -had already made he didn’
intend to follow the line of argument offered
. “He supported the

concernin ‘;the:nbgf

te unfairness of . designating  the - mat

before the House as a party  questic 3
Government had no grievance specially on
the subject.  They took up no direct charge
against themselves, for mone made.’

hat they did take up was the grost attack
and charge of personal corruption against
certain members of the Private Bills Com-
miittee. 'When the matter had been brought
to the'notice of the Government, though
several of the men attacked were their foes,
they took it up'and determined to do justice
to everybody concerned, friends or foes, and
to uphold the rights of the House.
He had very little respect for the public
feeling that was said to run so high ‘in
New Waestniinster, A portion of the West-
minster public was very excitable; they
Jionized a man one day, and hanged him in
effigy the next. The resolution was & mer-

«

y broth- { everywhere was for a great

understood, been born and brought up in | Co

to0 condnot tho brial,  Ho' argued for s free

| profession himself, but because the time
: :lzl;t ‘soon ' come  when the House
d the country would feel ‘the need of
vapers which condemn the wrong dnd

stand up for the right. The tendency
portion of the
press to become subservient. to the powers
that be. : X

Col. BAXER accused the member for New
Westminster City with haviog an interest
in a private bill before the House ; also
with having an interest in & ‘newspaper in
that city, and with stirring up an agitation
among the people of the Province when he
found that he conld not advance his own
interests i;l the Legislature, as r sented
by this’ Private bill. All is  was
to gratify his own vanity. = After
the’ representation ‘of the character
of the people of New Westminster City
which had been given by the Attorney-
‘General. - There was some consolation in
looking forward to the time when the popu-
lation would burn the hon. gentleman now
representing them in effigy. (Laughter).

R. BRowx ' found it difficult to confine
himself to parliamentary language and-at
the same time to give & proper denial to the
stat ts of the ber for Kootenay.

CoL: -BAKER —Have you any" interest
directly or indirectly in the Columbian
newspaper?

Mgz. wN—1I have not one cent of in-
terest directly or indirectly in the Colum-
biah newspaper.

Mg: Kerra endorsed the amendment and
defended a free press for a free people. He
did not think the members of the Private
Bills Committee should remain in the House
while the House sat in judgment upon the
Kennedy brothers.

CoL. BARER accepted the denial of the
hon. member for Westminster city, of the
accusations made by him (Col. Baker) in
the full belief of their truth. He aecepted
the denial, and frankly apologized.

MR. BRowN accepted the apology with
pleasure that he would not be compelled to
chx}ngel his good opinion of the gallant

one!

Mgz. GRANT referred to the impression
created abroad, in regard to the Legislatur,
of British Columbia, by the publication of
such articles as those appearing in the Col-
umbian, and regretted - that the Messrs.
Kennedy had not come to the House when
first. summoned. | The man who stole
character, a hard thing to recover, should,
at least, apologize or be punished. While
he thought the Messrs. Eennedy had tra-
duced the members of the House, and
should be punished, he ocounseled leniency.
Hox. Mg. Ropson referred to the extra-
ordinary position in this matter occupied by
the hon. member for Nanaimo city. When
the Hounse was considering the first step
toward bringing the culprits to the bar this
same hon. manﬁ)er called upon the House
to stand as one man, sinking party feelings
altogether, in maintaining the honor of the
House. He (Hon. Mr. Robson) could not
understand how this hon. 'gentleman had
turned tail npon his own position, abandon-
ing those who had followed his lead in deal-
ing with the traducers of the House. The
hon. Premier contradicted emphatically the
false statement that the proceedings against
the publishers were initiated on account of
personal spite on the Government side of the
House, and denied that any attempt was
being made to interfere with the liberty of
the %x:u-—ib »was license not liberty that
was being dealt with. The House owedjt
to itself to vindf8ate its honor; there
no. d ition to persecute the Measrs.
Kennedy, but the House could not now do
anything else but compel the publishers of
| the grossly libellons articles complained of

to apologize. ¢

; LE Sworp did not think anyone could

interpret the articles in question’ as insinu-

ating any dishonesty among the members of

the Private Bills Committee. ‘
Mr. Boora said the question, whatever it

originally had been, was now, is this House

to

newspaper that may choose to libel it?
here was no course open but to proceed
with the resolution; all that was wanted
from the Messrs. Kennedy was an apology
such as any honorable man would make to
another on finding himself in the wrong.

set at deflance with impunity by any |-

ry

Hox. M». Beavex said that if the Attor-
ney-General wished to ondowhat the House
had done, he was taking "an i'mﬁrpﬂ" oper and
unconstitutional conrse to reach object.

Ho~. Mz, DaviE said that the matter
was a personal one entirely—mnot one of
Governme: i concern. ~ As the hon. leader
of the Opp.«:tion wished it so  much, he
would withdraw the resolutions. .

The necessary leave was granted.

LDEFORE THE BAR 9!' THE HOUSE.

Messrs. James M, and Robért Kennedy
baving been again brought to the Bar of the
House, the resolution passed by the House
on Thursday night was read as follows :

““ That James M. Kennedy and Robert
Kennedy having been guilty of a con-
tempt of this House, they be committed to
the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the
Legislative Assembly, and be brought to the
Bar of the House, to-morrow, Friday, -the
22nd of April, 1892, at 11 o’clock a.m.”

Mgz, SpEAKER—It is my duty to inform
the Messts. Kennedy that the House, last
evening, passed the resolution just read.
Have you any further statement to makein
explanation, or any apology to offer for the
course you have pursued. .

Mg. James M. Kenxepy—Nothing, sir.

M=z. RoBerT KENNEDY—Nothing what-
ever.

MR. SPEAKER — Sergeant-at-Arms, you
will please remove these gentlemen.

The publishers of the Columbian were re-
nioved, and

Hox., Mr. DAvVIE said that the matter of
the contempt against the House by the par-
ties who had just been brought before the
bar having already been 50 fully discussed,
it -was not necessary for him to make any
further and leugthy reference to it. Every
opportunity had been given ‘the Messrs. ~

ennedy to make reparation for what the;
had done, and they had not chosen to avail
themselves of the privilege. The fullest
opportunity had also been given them to
test their rights and the rights of the
House by legal process, = The course which
he (Hon: Mr. Davie) now proposed to adopt
would not interfere in any way with their
exercise of these legal rights.  He moved,
seconded by Hon. Mr. Vernon, ¢ That
James M. Kennedy and Robert Kennedy,
having been guilty of a contempt of this
House and being brought to the bar in cus-
tody of the sergeant-at-arms, be, for their
said offence, committed to. the custody of
the sergeant-at-arms attending the Legisla-

| tive Assembly, and that Mr. Speaker do

issue his warrant accordingly.” ;

Mz. Boorr moved that the question be
now put.

Mz. SEMLIN took & point of order. He
did not think the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for the Islands could be made; a ques-
tion of privilege, such as the case before the
House, was debatable at all times.

MR. SPEAKRER thought that the question
of privilege had already been fully dis-
cussed—to the exclusion of 'all other busi-
ness, in fact—and that the resolution of the
hon. member for the Islands was quite in
order. |

Mg, Corrox asked the Attorney-General
upon what date the alleged contempt was
committed. 4

Hox. Mr. DaviE replied that thé orders
of the House would give the information
sought.

Hox. MR. BEAVEN moved the adjourn-
ment. of the House. He considered the
course pursued in reference-—

Hex, MR. DAvIE (to a point of order)
‘contended that, with Mr. Booth’s resolution
before the Hopse, no other motion was in
order. .

Mz. SpeARER held that the point was
well taken, and that the motion to adjourn
was not in order. ‘

Mgz. Boorm’s’ resolution was then put,
and affirmed on the following division.

" Yeas—Messrs. Milne, Punch, Horne,
Smith, Baker, Nason, Fletcher, Anderson,
Booth, Rogers, Eberts, Stoddart, Martin,
Davie, Vernoy, Pooley, Turner and Robson.
—18. ¢

Nays—Messrs, Kellie, Cotton, Kitchen,
Forster, Sword, Beaven, McKenzie, Brown,
Keith and Semlin.—10.

The vote having been recorded,

Hon. Mz. BEAVEN again moved that the
House do now adjourn.

Mgz. SeEaAKER—The House has alread
decided that the question be now put, an:

Mgz. SmiTe would support any re
baving for its purpose the vindication of the
honor of the House. -

Mgz. KrrouEeN said that the Premier took
very good care not to summon to the House
the responsible editor of the Columbian,

ciful one, which would giv> the 'defendants

The judges could | &YerY opportunity t6 test the legality of

their contentions.
M=R. KorsTER devoted himself to the

not think that there was much in the argu-\ righ; of tho Legislature to summon any

one before the bar of the House. He
care for ' precedents  they
could be found for any action, and if the
House could imprison “these men for a year
forhiving dared to criticise the Govern-
ment, the fact that they had the power
would not make such action j st and right.
Tt had een said by som- that the publishers
of the Columbian had “‘gonea little too far.”
Who was to draw the line between legiti-
mate criticism . nd “‘alittle too far?’ " To
cat off the liberty of the press to comment
upon the public acts/ of public men,
was to destroy one of the most
effective - means - of ensuringK good
Government. Even if the Messrs. Kennedy
did go a little too far, lack of discretion was
their most serious offence ; the House, too,
was going too far in persecnting men . who
were  standing out as he (Mr. Forster) al-
ways would for the freedom of the press.
Mr. MARTIN, as chairman of the Private
Bills committee, explained that the attor-
ney-general appeared before the committee
in his official capacity to say that it was
not in /the .public interest to have
a parallel tram line to the one
under di ion comstructed. As to. the
Kennédys, he felt no vindictiveness toward
them:  All were liable to make mistakes,
and if the Kennedy Brothers had acknow-
ledged their error, he would have been the
first to move that their apology be accepted.

the motion of the Attorney-General.

Dr. MiLxE also promised to support the
resolution. If members of the committee
were to be libelled as they had been in the
Columbian, he pro)  'bo resign his seat.
The conduct of the Kennedys in writing
the  article just to give  offence,
and the subsequent publications, showed
& studied ‘' comtempt the * House,
which could not be allowed to pass

ore the | unattended to. The actions of the Messrs.

Kennedy, and their statement read to the
House were fresh insults, of wh the
House was in duty bound to take co(fniv
zance. The hon. gentleman proceeded to
-explain in detail the transactions of the
Private Bills committee, which were referred

ment upon the published “‘libels,” paragraph
by aph. Ag to the power of the House
to a:ﬁ with  the case of  the
publishers ~ of the = Columbian he
read from Bourinot, and ‘other authorities:
He insisted that the Messrs. Kennedy be
compelled to apologize at the bar, and an-
nounced his intention” of voting for the
motion, which hg considered very lenient
indeed—named evidently with the express
purposeof giving the culprits-another chance.

‘Mpr. Corron defended the cause of the
Messrs, Kennedy, and reviewed the *“‘evid-
ence” upon which the House was called upon

while bringing down the responsible heads
of the paper, who happened to work in the
mechanical department. He did not think
there was any fairness in creating a court of
acensers to try < the accused, as had
*been done -in  the . present  case.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was negatived on the following vote:

YEras—Messrs. Beaven, Semlin, Brown,
Forster, Keith, Cotton, Kitchen, Sword,
Kellie and McKenzie—10.

Nays—Messrs. Grant, Baker, Horn,a,
Smith, Nason, Fletcher, Hall, Anderson,
Rogers, Booth, Stoddart, Hunter, Eberts,
Martin, Vernon, Turner, Davie, Robson,
.Punch and Pooley—20, 4

Mg. McKENzIE moved, seconded by Mr.
Kellie, that the Messrs. Kennedy be now
disch ';ghed from custody. This would give
them the opportunity to set themselves
right before the House.

Mr, Keriie launched into & criticism of
the Attorney-General’s conduct in dealing
with the case of a Chinege slave girl in Vie-
toria, but'was called to order by the Chair,
and informed that the present was not the
time to give the particulars of the matter of
which he complained to the House.

Mr. Brown, at 12,15, again proceeded to
review are the circumstances of the case.
He spoke for over half an hour.

Mz. Hoxrer followed, - devoting himself
te the hon. member for Westminster City,
and the part he had played indealing with
the Columbian incident. ;

The amendment was lost on division of

Ayes—Messrs. Semlin, Beaven, Kitchen,

As matters stood, he felt bound t¢ support McKenzie, Sword, Cotton, Foster, Keith,

Brown and Kellie—10.

Nays—Messrs. - Punch, Smith, Horne,
Baker, Nason, Fletcher; Anderson, Rogers,
*Hall, -Booth, Hunter, Stoddart, Eberts,
Martin, Vernon, Davie, Purner, Pooley and
Robson—19.

The original motion carried, and the
House adjourned at 1 o’clock.

FIFTY-SECOND DAY.

ArriL 22, 1892,

The Speaker took the chair at 11 a. m.
RULES AND BEGULATIONS.

Hon. Mr. DAVIE moved that the follow-
ing resolution of this House, passed on the
19th April, 1892, viz.: * That the addition

to in the objectionable articles, and to com-| to Rule 64, as'printed on page 67 of the

journals of the House for the year 1884, be
| added as sub-sestion (b)'of Rule 74, as re-
ghrm from the Select Committee on 19th

ebruary, 1892, and that the report as thus
amended be now adopted,” be amended by
striking out the words *‘ and that the report’
as thus amended be now adopted.” The
hon. gentleman explained that the House
had not yet had time to make "themselves
acquainted ‘with the rules, which no doubt
Fcontained much that was valuable, but
which should not ﬁo‘vem the proaeedinﬁs of
the House until thoroughly understood by
the hon:- members,

put it will have to be. - I rule that no fur-
ther amendment is in order,

The resolution of the Attorney-General
was then adopted, on the following vote :

YEAs: Messrs. Milne, Grant, Punch,
Horne, Smith, Baker, Nason, Fletcher,
Anderson, Hall, Hunter, Bootn, Rogers,
Eberts, Stoddart, Martin, Vernon, Davie,
Turner, Pooley and ‘Robson—21.

Nays : Messrs. Kellie, Cotton, Kitchen,
Forster, Sword, Brown, McKenzie, Beaven,
Semlin and Keith—10,

Hox. Mz. BeEAVEN moved the adjourn.
ment of the House, and proceeded to re-
view the action of the House in dealing with
the case of the Mesars. Kennedy, 'There
seemed to be a difference of opinion existing
a8 to the power of the House in the matter
between the President of the Council and
the ®* Attorney - General — both  good
lawyers. . The former gentleman ' con-
tended  that the  House d
similar  powers = to ' those enjoyed
by the British House of Commons in dealing
with a question of this character., If this
was the fact the House could preveat the
courts hearing the a 1- of the Mesars.
Kennedy from its decision. The Attorney-
General, on the other. hand, thought that
the appeal could be taken from the House
to the courts. That gentleman (Hon. Mr.
Davie) it was, no doubt, who ' inspired the
vindictive course taken by the House in
dealing with the publishers of the West-
minster daily. Perhaps the hon. Attorney-
General was looking forward to impeaching
the judiciary in the event of their
daring “to override - the ' decision .of
the %ouu. The ' Attorney-General had
‘won  ‘considerable ' notoriety - already
by his efforts to bulldoze th;ef)reqs-—hn had
-only récently instituted li Erooeedings
againkt his own organ, and he had only to
go the one step further and impeach the
judiciary,  He (Hon. Mr Beaven) was sorry
to have seen the petty exhibition of brief
authority that the House had been drag,
into giving by the Attorney-Geuneral. In-
stead of maintaining its dignity, the House
was sim%lz making itself ridiculous all over
the continent; if anyone shonld ‘be brought
to the bar of the House, it was the Attor-
ney-General. The hon. leaderof the Oppo-
sition referred briefly to the remarks of the
hon. = President . of the Council on
Thursday night, as reported in the
CoronistT, and in the course of which
refer;noe was p?ﬁ?dt?i his (Hon. Mr. Bea-
ven) having a| ed, by tapping upon
his detk,mgben the Messrs. Kegnedy were
brought to the bar of the House.  This he
had not dope. He concluded his remarks
by expressing the opiniop that, at the first
opportunity given . them, the electors of

ew Westminster would show their opinion
of the action of the Messrs. Kennedy and _
of the action of the House by electing one or
both of the former to legislative honors.

Hox. M=r. PooLEY, rising to a question of
privilege, assured the hon. leader of the
Opposition that he had not been correctly
reported in the matter referred = to;
it was the hon. member for Westminster
City, mnot the hon. léader of the
Opposition that he had referred to as' ap-

Continued on Sixth Pdpe.




