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were urged imore especiaily by members representing rural con.
stituencies. Repeatedly it wua pointed out by auch menibers
that the niajority of their constituents, farmeri, meehanics, and
professional men, receivecl no henefit frorn the Act, though coin-
pelled te bear their share of the loss remultant.

Other eanses more or lm.s unconnected with the merits of the
Act itself that condued in no0 siali degrc2 te ii.s repeal wore:-

Predonminanee of' Quebec.
The fact that in1 Lower Canada they had a provincial law

wich enahled a ereditor to hold an insolvent's property for the
xlenefit of all cemitors. It was pointed out that Clause 766 of
th4 Code of Civil Procedure provided a mueh more simple,
1mu1ch more expeditioua. and imuch less unjust reinedy. and that
thte inhiabitants of Quebec hiad the great advantage of protecting
the unfortunate d1ebtore frein the bite or embrace of the offizial
assignee. The strongest opposition came froai the Provin.e of

18 a Biiikriiptoy Law Vicioits?
The Coions were alse intluenced, as ha& been already men-

tioned, by the fact that in England they had not as yet suc-
eedled ini devising a Nati8factory bankruptcy procedure. The

8411ie tlîing wsas at this tille alRe true of the I1nit3d States. Tihere
was in fact rnuch dissatiafaction ini both these countries; with their
existing lavs. It was strongly urgcd that this dissatisfaction
proved the contention that all bankruptey )awK were inherently
vi(!iots and incapable of suecessful enferement, and that it w85
no, use trying to, aînend them.

2 MaDnY Of the colnPlaints were well fouinded. Parliament,
* however, overlooked the faet that u~ retil argument against the

pri nciple of bankruptey laws had been breught forward. The
ohjeetions, formidable au they were, were net te the substantive,
but te thv adjective portions of the law. The principle of the
bankriptcy law was correct. The method of the administration
and enforement thereef wasf defective. AU that was needed
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