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ral power. and if that be so, and if the Mr. FOSTER. Wihere does the contract
Privy Council has determined ln defiance exist ?
cf the case of Leprohon and the city of The S0IDICITOR GENERAL. When he
Ottawa, that it is within the powers of the entered the service. there was an ;mplied
local legislature to tax banks and to levy contract between the parties, and he takes
upon their capital, what difference ln prin- his position subjeet to the laws that then
ciple is there between their doing so and
a local legislature taxing the salaries of exiawsO our, ws are noias t ons
public officials-i mean to say ln principle ?ofthe Meds and Persianthathat
There may be considerations which may of t eed ei abe amended, ut it
apply ln detail, but in principle I can seeTb
no distinction. Any hon. gentleman who ixshould fot be amended lightly and without
interested lu the abstract question, can con- due consideration being given to the rights
sult with advantage a book which has just the niembers of the civil service possess.
been published by Lefroy on the British Mr. MACLEAN. Woud the Solicitor Gen-
North Amerea Act, there the case is dis- nteral answer the question whether the Bie
cussed ln the most admirable manner. Recovers the salaries of cnembers and Sena-
ivili find there the principie laid tor. and payments made o attorneys for
down ln the case of the Bank of Toronto conductitug Crown cases ?
and Lanibe. and since that t ime there is loW The SedsI adITOR GENERAL. If they are
very much doubt that the judgment lt
Leprohon and the city of Ottawa cauhavelpaldout of the Consdeidated Fund.
any f urther authority lu our courts. Now,1 Mr. SPROULE. As I interpret this law,
if we are piaced face to face with that posi- 1it seems to me It %would apply equally to
fiou, why should we go further to consider enibers of Parliament a giembers of th
tis Bill.at the Pr-sentUne atail events. Senate, as to hmembers of the civil service,
without giving this matter very serlous con- bearse ail the moneys lald lu these cases
sideration ? Why shoud we go so far as respectivey are under the control of the
to have this doutaul principle applied? SuP Parliasent f Canada. The Consoidated
pose we déctare here that the salaries of pu - Revenue Fuud is under the control of the
li offnias in the enploy of the Federk TGov- Pariament of Canada, beau e we pas
ernînent are attachable. and fiud ourselves votes for every department anti for every
in Qubec face to face wth the statute purpose for whih money is rnoiuwred. The
there which deciares that they are not at- hEBi OGprovidesT
taehable, Immedia.tely a confliet of authorityt
would arise, which it seemsw to me desirabletAwl moneys ln the hands o the Government
we should avold. Now. I would like to ir manaa or under Its control or manaement,
this Bill. attetionet time ato ets. and payable out of the onsolidated Revenueawith gv atter vf theryserioc ba lt mn pdFund oi Canada-otheraspect of the case. The last paragraph repei y a detemcnrol ofathe
of thiS B;11 appears to me to be a clearTe nrntypdtom brsipyae
Infringement of the rigits of the local Par- olutaOf the Cousoiidated Revenue Fund.
pament to reruate the pries lu the--shabe iable to attachement at the suit of
eourts. It is provided here by paragrapli any judgiment creditor of any person to whom
n how the creditors are to proeed olevy o any portion o! the said moneys is payable, n

a judgment. I say thatIs a matter to be the nianer and by the same process as moneys
settled by the provincial courts. it ls a mat-;i the h inds of private persons.
ter over whih we have notontroa. with That language Is as plain as it cau be made,
whIh we cannot deal at ail. Clearly then and it applies to members of'Parlianent
we have got welininate. a al eveutds, that and embers of the Senate the sae as to
part of the Bi entire y from ou consider- any personslut the outside or inside civil
ation. Now, some of my hon. friends have service.
made reerence to the civil servants. IC
thb' nk It Is only fair that I should draw M' O EVLE oI hud
attentionof0 this faet. The civil servant Mr.SPROtLE. hold that it does apply,
who enfers the employ f the Goverment ant thatit shoulidappy. But It ocursto
makes a contraet with the Goverument. At me that ite isal onflatt with the principle at
the time Ie makes that contract lie assumes preseut existing and carrie pout thatnom
that hwie cSgoingto contract obligations persons eau colleet money from the Cron
jeet fgthe Iaws that exist at thentime. except by petition of rigdtt.ba p thrs case
If a nan is idueed to enter the cvii ser- we give leave lu ivance. Such a law
vice, an gives goo value for the money l ewoui T appliy to contractors as wei as to
reeives, If a man who bas been unfortunate cvii servants and members of Parliament.
lu business enters the service on the unSer- 'rere seems bu le two objects lu this Bit:
standing that ie eill be free from attacks irst, to gve authority stoi coilent money
by judgment credtors, It would be very i e- from te Crown; second, to eay bow It
ai, after he eha entered the service, that coul it syehco ulected, or toay down a way.
is contract should be violater. That woumd lu iaying down that way, it is clearly an

be an Improper act, antcoulignt be justi- Invasion on cthe rIgets mo the provincial legis-
fstin. lahtewlbeFrs, nt g Iv authority t t cnoney
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