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nvil. rotlK OF I.OWER (UKAUA.

Hoii. Mr. CARTrER inovod tliit llio

Kiiimo f;o iiilo roniniilti'o on tlui Mil n*-

npciUiiif,' tlu' Civil f'Dcii' (if LowtT riiniuln.

lluii. Mr. DORION nskuil l\w llmi.

AlloriU'y-(icii<"riil lOusl Imu' lin iiitciuloil

tu jtruuuL'd in tliiM niiittcr.

Iloii. Mr. CAUTirCR siiiil lu^ .•tii|i|Hi.sL>(l

il waN IIS woll timt tlio Itill nIioiiIiI Iio ni-

lowi'd lu g(i Ihruiigli (Miiiiiiilti'c. Thon
iioiiio diiy coiild 1)0 li\fd for rcociviiig tlic

rc|iorl ol'lliu Cdininiltcciiiiid iipon tliiit diiy

vus coiild liiivi! tlif discussion ii]hiii uny
|HiiiitN ii|M)ii wliicli liuli. gciitlonu'ii u|ipii!«ito

Wi-ro désirons nrjoining issue.

lion. Mr. DOUION said lin Wiis williu};

to iicc(-pt llic |Mipusitiun.

AIUt somo fiirtlicr discussion

—

lion. Mr. CARTIKR snid Unit Fridny

ncxt coiild 1)0 iixfd lor rccoiviiig thf rejiort

llui Coiiiinillce of tlio Wliolc. Ho woiild

know a (liiy or Uvo bcforo if tho lion.

Fiiiuncu Ministor intendcd goinj; on witli

liis liniiiiciiil stiitomonl, iind if lie docs, wo
(•an lix somo ollier diiy for llio Code.

Slionld, lio\v(!Vur, nny contingcncy nriso

to provont lliiit lion, gtiitlcmiin [Mr.Cinlt]

Iroin procoi.-diiifr us lie inlcndeil, tlicn we
conid go on willi tlin CcmIc.

lion. Mr. DORION snid ho snpnoscd it

Wiis to lio iindorslood tliiit if tlio lion,

fiiiiincu ministor iiiiido )iis slntement on
Fridny, llie Code woiild uni bn disRusscd

on tlmt day.
lion. Mr. CARTIKR wns iindorstood to

reply in tlic negntive.

Tlio motion wos thon cnrricl.

The lionso tlieii went into Committce,
Mr. TASCIIEREAU in Iho Chnir.

Tho liill \<rns roportod from Committec
wilhont discussion.

(asz/t Augttst, 18G5.)

lion. Mr. CARTIER movcd tlmt tho

Report of Ihe Commitleo of tho Wholc on
tho Act rospecliiig tho Civil Coile of Lower
Citimdn, iind tho question of concurrence
on tho résolutions roiKtrtod from tlie snid

Commitleo ho tnkon into considération.

lion. Mr. DORION snid tliis wns ono of
tho most im|K)rtant pièces of Icgisintiun

thnt hnil corne before llicconntry since the

Union. It was évident that, after tho

Commission having becn in session six

yenrs, from theappoinlraentof a Secretary

to it tho other day, that it wns likely to

sit six years more. Ile objected to the

hurry with which the code liad boeii passed
last session. The liousc hnd oiily gonc
through the aineiulinents siiggcslcd by the

Codification Commissioners tliemsolves.

Tho Commillee of the llouso had nevor
rend the code, but only tlic suggosted
nniondmonts to the présent law. ()iie of
tho principal objections lie had to the code
was that the codifiers wore doing away

;

with tint necrtsity of tradition aitogotlier.

,

Tliis wonld cause cndicss difHctilty and
litigiition, inasninrh ns when a croditor
seiwd projierty, lie would (Ind thot a snlo
had takcn place two or Ihreo ycars lioforo,
iilthongli tho property woa still in tho pos-

;

session of tho vendor. Then wo (bnnd a

I

diircrent provision for other roal ostato

]
than miiiing lands. lu ono kind of rcal
estato we found ihat rcgistration within 60
days nftcr iiurchaso wonld havo tho eflbct
of proserving tho rights of the pnrolmscr

;

in tho case of sales of other kinds of real
estate it was jirovided thut rcgistration
williin 30 days wonld préserve the pnr-
clmser's riçhts. Why shonld there bo any
diflérenco m Ihis niatterî The hon, gen-
tleman went on tocomplain that undorthe
pénal clause, or clause rclating to stipula-
tions for damages arising from the non-
performance of a contract, tho pcrson fail-

ing to carry ont tho agrecment might be
nbscdutely ruined by being mado to pay, not
tho actiiut damago, wbicli he had caused,
but .soino large siun which Imd heen atipn-
lated as tho nominal damago. He would
liave much preforred the old nile of our law
on that snbject. IIo aiso found objection
to tho change respecting the faculty de
réméré, It was, ho thonght, only right
that there shoiild bd a small dolay gninted
to the vendor in siich cases. Under the
change now proposed, tho moment tho
ùelay stipulatcd for re-purchase had ex-
pired, tlicro was no fnrtlier delay whatever.
Jt was wrong, ho thought, to hâve the pro-
vision which had bcen made respecting
the signature of authentic acts, inasmuch
as it coiitained a singular contradiction.
In tho article 98, relative towills^he fonnd
another singular and contradiotory provi-
sion to the cfiect that notariés coula not be .

relatcd to the party, but the witnesses
might. IIo found, howcvcr, that in an
ordinary decd the notary could be related
to tho parties, and the witnesses could not,
to the degrec of second cousins even. The
hon. gentleman proceeded to a minute
condeinnatory criticism of other provi-
sions about witnesses to wills. Ho found
niso that the codifiers had come to the
conclusion that there was no limitation

to tho right of entail. Another objection

to the code was keeping in it the pro-

visions as to légal and customary dower.
There was no good ground why this clause

should bave been retnined. In registry

another unwise altération hnd been made,
rendering it necessary to register deeds foi

tho transfer of real estate, at full length,

except in tho case oflicitation and division

between co-heirs and co-proprietors. This
change would entail an expense of $20, in
))ayment of the Registrar, instead of only
$1 or $2, which was ail that should hâve
been rendered necessary. The removal of
the restrictions which formerly protected

and cnsured to the chiidren by a first wife


