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we will endeavor to insist on having a resident Judge for
Gaspé.
Mr. MACKENZIE. My recollection is that when the

late Judge was appointed, ho was appointed on the distinet |

understanding that he would reside there. I also recollect
that he at first declined the appointment on those
terms, but afterwards accepted. I was not aware until
very lately that he was not residing in the district. It is
unfortunate that such is the case, but I am quite sure the
late Government did everything in their power.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am quite sure also.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am sorry that, after the hon. gen-
tleman has shown what the products of Gaspé are, there
should be any desire manifested to live out of a district
where men grow so stout and strong as its representative in
this House.

Mr. LAURIER. The answer of the First Minister to
the hon. member is very satisfactory, as regards the wants
of the district of Gaspé, but 1 propose to call the attention
of the Premier to the fact that there are many other dis-
tricts in the Province of Quebec which have suffered just as
severely as Gaspé. There are districts which have had
Judges appointed to serve in the locality, and yet who reside
in Quebec and Montreal. I do not want to specially blame
the Governments any more than the Judges, because I know
the tendency of centralization, to which the hon. member
for Gaspé has referred, exists very generally in those cities,
and persistent efforts are made to retain the Judges, who
should reside in outside districts, to remain in Quebec and
Montreal, in order that the Bench there may avail them-
selves of their services. I understand, from the language

of the Premier, that he agrees with the proposi-
tion laid down by the member for Gaspé, that
Judges who are appointed to administer justice

in particular districts, shall reside in those districts.
I would particularly call the attention of the Government
to the fact that the law is not enforced in this respect, and
this with the tolerance of the Government, It cannot be
questioned that the rural districts largely suffer from the
abgence of the Judges The duties of Judges are not con-
fined simply to the Court House, and it is a sericus griev-
ance on outside districts that, when a Judge is required to
administer the law at any time, he should be absent. I have
no intention to criticize the Government, because I know
th?t pressure has been Lrought ov it to allow this state of
things to exist, bus I simply ecall the attention of the Gov-
ernment to it.
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. We have heard no com-
plaints from any other portion except Gaspé,
Mr. LAURIER. Ido not file any complaint with the
overument, but simply call their altention to a state of
things which exist, '
- Mr HUNTINGTON. Not only docs the state of things
‘_vhlch exist stand in the way of that perfect decentraliza-
ton that Sir George Cartier had in view, but there
S a disposition among a ceriain section in Lower
Canada’ to abolish the present system altogether,
?r?d %rmg about a system of centralization by hav-
tieg;:v the Judges reside in cities. Sirv _George Car-
R as only induced totake the step he took inestablishing
Oangé'esent system after a great deal of agitation in Lower
on b a, 1The system of decentralization was one imposed
a0d t? almost unanimously by the people of Lower Canada,
of centflﬁ 18 dapgqr_noyv of our taking tho retrograde step
iS in g a i}zlng Judicial influences in the cities. The matter
Opinionef Ia,nds of the people, and unless they malke their
this greaf % to-day they may find themselves deprived of
importan 2011, which was regarded as one of the most
ion in op dre orms, and be again obliged to resort to agita-
1 er to secure its renewal. Whatever may be the

| views of some of the eminent members of the Bar, the sys-
; tem i3 a credit to the Province of Quebec, and ought to be
. preserved; but the people will require to keep their eyes
open, or it may ultimately be taken from them.

Mr. MOUSSEAU. Last Session we had a very long
debate on this same question, in which the hon. leader of
the Opposition made a very long and effective speech
,against the system of administration of justice in our
Province. One of his great points was, that the country
Judges wero becoming useless and eught to be transferred
to the cities. I strongly protested against that at the time,
and am glad that the hon. member for Quebec East, and the
hon. member for Shefford, came to my support against the
policy of their hon. leader.

Mr. LAURIER. I am aware that the hon, member
for West Durham was opposed to having courts without
Judges, and referred to the system of Ontario, where there
are no courts without resident Judges, who are called County
Court Judges.

Mr. MOUSSEATU. T recollect well what took place.
The hon, leader of the Opposition made a regular indict-
ment against our Judges in Quebee, but to-day our causc is
vindicated by the hon. members who have just spoken.

Mr. HUNTINGTON. T remember quite well the sense
of the hon. member for Durham’s remarks, and felt that
they had been misunderstood by the hon. Minister at the
time he made his reply.

Motion agreed to.
FERRIES BETWEEN CANADA!'AND UNITED STATES.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex), in moving for a return of all
Orders in Council regulating ferries between points in Canada
and the United States, together with all correspondenee as
to the regulations affecting such ferries, said: The
legislation with regard to the ferries on the frontier, to
which my attention has been called, seems to be very con-
fused. By 20 Victoria, chapter 7, it is enacted : that in
order to encourage international ferries and in the interest
of commerce, it is essential to place the control and manage-
ment of these ferries in the hands of the municipalities
interested ; and it was with this object, appareutly, that by
| the same statute the license is directed to be, in all cases
. affecting the international ferries, granted to the manici-
‘pality. But, both before and subsequent to the passing of
| this statute, the power to regulate wns given 1o the
, Governor in Council; 80 we have onc aunthority managing
!and another regulating. Under these circumstances, it is diffi-
| cult to settle what each was intended to do. By the Confe-
;deration Act this power was retained exclusively tor the
! Dominion Government, but no action appears to have been
| taken. Wo find Orders in Councii affecting inter-provincial
| ferries published with the Dominion Statutes of 1877.73-79,

but I can find no Order in Council affecting international
{ ferries. By the Dominion Act 33 Victoria, chapter 35, all
'such international ferries are made exclusively subject to the
' Parliament of Canada, and the 5th section of that Act
| authorizes the Governor in Council to make such regulations

! as he may deem expedient for various purposes connected
| with such ferries,such as establishing their extent and limit,

| defining the conditions under which licenses may be
| granted, determining the size and description of the vessels

' 1o bo used, fixing the tolls which should be charged, tke

times and hours of crossing, and imposing penalties for the
| breach of such regulations. It would appear from this that
" all such ferries, since Confederation, are subject to regulations
; to be approved by the Dominion Government, and that the
' municipalities shall stand in the position of lessees, whose
[ 1eases have not expired and are only empowered to sublet,
' being deprived of all authority for enforcing regulations for



