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flouse Of Lords : "Blackmoor, West Liseb ug ftePovneo ubc htifiants: Yebruary 13.-Sir,-In reply to your b wa judic 0of ahd iroviner th theereJeter f estrda, hae t sy that I do shOlld be any distinction made. 1 submitflot agree with those who think that the that what is suflicient for one province oughtchange, ini approvarof which Lords Derby to be for the others.and Rosebery and Mr. Morley seemi to con- o.M.PwmIprsethscetftu o its weet an thay s nothng butds Af th is, that the notarial body je a very largeto ts ecesit 1 an ay othngbutif heand influential one in the Province of Que-
Constitution of the flouse of Lords is to b bec, and is also weil represented in the
altered, 1 think this is one of the changes flouse of Commons, and they have taken
which might be expedient. Lord Derby care that their fees shall fot be taken awaymentions some cases in our pa8t history in from. them.which it would have been very convenjent(in contingencies which. might easily have lion. I4r. ABeorrThe people of Quebechappened) if succession to a peerage had not desire to have their law as it is, and it seemsremoved a leading man from the House of O mne, as it is only a matter of procedure andCommone, and at the present moment Lord not of law, it je desirable to keep it as it ie.Hartinkton's case is at least equally in point. It is a procees that their forefathers haveIrish peers eligible to be representative per been accustomned to for centuries; they wiehfor Ireland have sat and exercised great in to retain it, and I can eee no objection tofluence in the Hou-se of Commons-e.g. Lord allowing them to do so.Palmerston and Lord Londonderry (beet lion. Mr. PELL]rIsz-I. muet believe the

known as Lord Castlereagh). To have lead- hon. gentleman from Montreal when he says
ing men of its order removed of necessity that a judge there expreseed the opinion that
from the flou-se of greatest power and politi- there should be no difference in the law in
cal 'influence does flot seemi to me to be a the Province of Quebec and elsewhere. but
source of strength to the flouse of Lords. If I amn sure that the judge does flot representyoung, they are more likely to be actively the opinion of the province or of the Bar of
useful in the flouse of Commone, and after the province. I remember~ an occasion whenthey have served their time there they will an attempt was made to have a change innatuiraiiy ro, (as Lord Russell and as many the law of Quebec in this respect, and flotmore have done) to the flouse of Lords and only the members of the Bar, but the Benchbring with them more strength. 0f course, aliso, were opposed to it.every plan for changes in such an institution lion. Mr. KAUJLBACE..It is deeirable to
as the flouse of Lords je open to objections; have the law uniform...not onlly the law butthe question is, on which aide the reasone the procedure.preponderate. - I amn, sir, your obedient Hon. M4r. PBLLKrIER...Then make it as it
servant, SELiBORN&" 

je in Quebec, and we will have no objection
---- ---- --- to it.

B.ILLÇ AND NOTES lon. Mr. BOLUC-I have now heard forThe following extract from the officiai re- the first t'me that a judge has miade objec-port of the debate in the Senate, April 10, ie tions to the practice in the Province of Que-of interest: 
bec. I have, on many occasions, heardOn clause 51 of the Bill relating to Bis of those gentlemen state that the commercialExchange, Cheques and Promisory Notes: law of Quebec was the best that could be hadlion. Mr. DtummoNDWhy should there anywhere. Our people aire used to the lawb. any distinction made between the Pro- as it existe in the province, and the slightestvince of Quebec and other provinces in the change would work very prejudicially againetnoting and protesting of an inland bill for themn.'lon-acceptance and payment? I heard the lion. Mr. REEsoR-Wilî the hon. gentle-opinion expreseed within the last day or two, man exp1ain why notarial fées are more than'


