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hands of an innocent endorsee. The bill is sued on.
and recovery cannot be prevented. There is no
ineasure to punish a man who holds innocently a
bill. If this proposed measure were a:dopted the
obstacles and diticulties would be increased,
because if grand and petit juries are disposed
inot to find these persons guilty-and I canot
see why their synipathies sloôuld be with the
crimininal or offeder-you are, by definling the
offence, as this~Bill dloes, rendering the difficulties of
convictioi double wlhat they are at present. I lind'
sone of the clauses very ditticult to understand.
For instance. a mian must sell an instrument, and
lie nust sell it at a " fictitious price." What is a
"fictitious price ? " How are you going to define
it? The law -does not defliue it. The hon. gentle-
man mnust not imagine I am ra'ising caltioiis objec-
tions. I am only looking at the Bill as a lawyer.
I personally would like to assist in the passage·of
anv Bill which would punish people eiigaged ii
these frauds, but I have been long enough iii
Parliament to know that hasty legisiation does not
always attain the desirable end. wNhich nmany hon.
gentlemen have in view, aid it is very desirable
that this.Bill should be very closely scrutinized and
its language to a certain extent simplified.

Mr. COCHRANE. I desire to offer a remark
from the farmer's standpoint. T hese frauds are
being perpetrated throughout the country, and I
arn sorry to come to. the conclusion that ail the
legal abîiity mu this House appears unable to frame
a statute that will cover these cases. It is strange
that with al the legal ability here, and the know-
ledge that these frauds are hemng constantly per-
petrated, this House is not able to cope with the
evil. If lawyers cannot cope with it, let a con-
mittee of farmers be appointed .and they will try to
do so. *\Ve liait the fact brouglit prommiently
before the House anid country by a ,coninittee
appointed to coisider this question, and of which
I .hiappened Lo be a meinber, that these frauds
were perpetrated to an alarning extent in the
western part of Ontario, and ny constituents suf-i
fered very largely froi these frauds. Some people
say that farmners are fools. They are not fools, but
they allow these rascals to impose on their honesty.
It is because the farmers are honest, and lot fools,
and because they expect that other people are as
honest as themnselves, that they permit these frauds
to be perpetrated on them, and thei find they
are inistaken. I hope the House will try to frame
a Bill to cover the case. It goes without saymng
that at present these rascals cannot be reached,
but I trust the law will be so amended that they
will be dealt with by its stern hand.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleman
lias too little faith, both in the power of lawyers to
fraie a suitable Bill, and, more than all, in the
comnon law of the country, which. is more to be
relied ont thant is the ingenuity of any draughts-
man. I agree with a great deal that lias been said
by lion. menbers. Any man who commits the
offences enumuerated is guilty of a felony or a mis-
demneanour, and can be indicted and punished ;
nevertheless, I do not oppose the passage of the
Bill on that ground. I ani convinced that somie-
timtes offences of a peculiar nature crop up all over
the country, and people do not realize that the law
is strong enougli to punish the offenders. It is
.supposed that some of these offences are not pun- i

ishable by law, ani sonetimnes advantage is gained1
by declaring what. the law is. I hope the Bill
will he read a second tinie, aid to-morrow we can
go into conmittee on it, after giving attention to
the points mentioned by lion. gentlemen to-niighît.

Motion agreed to, and Bil read the second time.
Sir HECTOR LANGIEVIN mnoved the adjouri-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to and House adjourned at

0.50 p.mî.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

I'Huusuav, I8t.sthJnâe, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYElRs.

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Mr. DAVIN noved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 108) to> amend the IDoninion Lands Act. He
said :The object of this Bill is to enable coulées,
where watercan be stored, to be guarled f ro.n
Con'ltaminiation. Thle first clauise provides thait
wherever, mîunder this Act, lands entered either fir

1 hoimesteail or pre-emption are sold or othierwise dis-
posed of, and there is water on a coulée or ravine
in said lands, or whicmli nay be utilized for the pur-
pose of formniig a reservoir for storing water, suchi
entry or disposali nay be made subject to the con-
ditioun that no buikling shall be erected -witiiin a
specifiedi distance froîm the border of suclh coulée or
ravine, the object beiig to provide water for the
eattle and to keep it from being conîtamiinatet by
outhouses or othier buildings. The other clause pro-
vides for the repeal of section 43 of the Dominion
Lands Act, and proposes to substitute one iii its
place, the omly difference between tie clause to be
substituted by this Bill, and the clause in the Act
of 1887. Leing that instead of 1887, 1889 is in-
serted. Siould this clause be adopted, you will
iear no more of second hoiesteads iii this House.
The next clause provides that whiere land las been
lhomesteaded and five years have elapsed withiout
the homnesteader taking nOt. lis patent, his interest
nay be sold by the nuinicipality, or the school
board, for the taxes levied lby the nmumicipality or
school section in which thiey are situated. At
present, by not taking out a patent in time, the
homesteader escapes the school tax, and, if in a

nimîcipality, the municipal tax, whereas those
who liave been energreti and liave taken iiout
patents have to hear the whole burdei. There is
a difficulty about this, but I fain would hope, if the
Goverinient approve of the clause, tlhey wiill be
able to overcomie it. The difficulty is that we are
trying to collect taxes in regard to land, the
patent of which lias not passed to the homesteader.
The Gover!nment is still seized of the land, but these
people if they have, say, forty or fifty acres and a
house worth 8500 or $600 on the one hundred and
sixty acres, have clearly an interest there ; and if
we could so manîage that the municipality or school
board should Le able to tax the interest, then the
chances are thatU instead of the homnesteader hold-
ing baek to avoid taxation le would, at the end of
three years, take out his patent, or, at all events,
as soon as he Lad fulfilled the conditions.
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