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that law was against my policy as stated iuconnection I ray say that this s a ground
the House and in the country. on which 1 Led that one ouglt to tread witb

The PRIME MINISTER Mr. Speaker, caution,since 1 have heard the hon. aner-
just one word on this point. My hon. friend ber for Montmorency (Mr. Casgraln), when
says that his personal views were In favour speakiug on this very matter, glving statis-speing n this vry mQQa tr, ivingstai-

of a reduction, but he yielded to the views
of his colleagues. I can come to no other
conclusion than that his views were one
way, and the views of his colleagues thg
other way. It often happens that the mem-
bers of a government are not all of the
same mind ; but after matters bave been
discussed, a policy Is adopted. The policy
adopted at that time was to increase the
number of judges by one. The measure in-
troduced by my hon. friend was to amend
article 2315 of the Consolidated Statutes of
the province of Quebec, which article pro-
vided that the Superior Court should be
composed of a chief justice and thirty
puisne judges. This number was Increased
by one judge, making the number thirty-
one. Then the hon. gentleman introduced
an amendment to section 2319. whIch nro-

iles to show Lthatc in 18 9 and JL i Jere Ja

been in the Superior Court in the district of
Saguenay only two or three cases taken out.
Those figures, are, to tell the plain truth,
highly fanciful.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) The hon.
gentleman wishes to know where i took the
statisties .1 have furnished the House. Those
statisties were prepared from the official
reports showing íthe judicial business done
in the different courts of the province. I
have drawn them from the speech which I
delivered on the floor of the Quebec Legisla-
ture, wlen I introduced the Bill of 1893.
Those statisties were furnished by the offi-
eials of the Attorney General's Office, and
they are based on the reports whieh we had
recelved.

vided that there should be one judgein the m.aNGER$. f1'anslatio) I dit
district of St. Francis. His amendment pro- natouseythatbon.genthose sitatses
vided that there should be two judges in
that district, one to reside in the town of drawn upon bis fancy, but that tbey are
Sherbrooke. But my hon. friend comes now incorrect. I arn a practisine lawyer in that
and tells us that bis own judgment was dit- district, and 1 speak -vh knowiedge. 1
ferent. If so, he yielded to the judgment of have befure me the statistlcs publlshed ln
bis colleagues, and introduced that Bill ;189 and 1897, and from those statisties 1
and now will he tell us that we are not to ain able to show 1hat, if it were fair to give
give effect tO the legislation which he intro- Judge Taschereau an increase of salary on
duced, If flot upo' i w udmni e tbe ground that he is doingr more work thauducd, f nt pon his own judgment, ln de-
ference to the Judgment of bis colleagues in some of bis colleagues, .1 say that the saine
the Government ? cigunient holds good in the case of -the

Mr. N'G~R~ tTansltio.) henthejudge for the district of Chicoutimi andMrANGE . (Translation.) When theSaguenay. If the argument applies lthe
resolution preceding this Bill was intro- one case, it ought also to hoid ln the ther
duced, I called the attention of the House
4o an anonaly, or rather, to an injustice To refer again to those statIsties, it seers
which I thought should be remedIed. But, that for the year 1894 there were'six cases
as upon that occasion, the hon. Prime -Min- tried in theSuperior Court at Chicoutimi. and
ister was not in his seat, :I think I am war-1inust say that I arn surprised at the smai
ranted in repeating the remarks I then gavenunber of the wrlts issued. The way ln
utterance to. whicb those statIstics are prepared may per-

The injustice I have alluded to is this : baps account for this, because here Js, I
that two rural judges, 'Mr. Justice Gagné. suppose, the way they procoed ln preparing
fer the district of Chicoutimi-Saguenay, andthose statisties. They only take Into ac-
Mr. Justice De Billy, for the district Of count the cases whibave been Initiated
Gaspé, are paid a lower salary than their and tried during the year, leavlng lide the
colleagues receive, $3,500, while the latter cases inserlbed prior to that date.
receive $4,000. Why not put those judges Let me give some further statistics show-
on the sane footing as the other judges? Ing the number of wrlts Issued in 1894-in
In their capacity of judges of ithe Superior scme judiclal districts: 1894-4Ihioutimi, 6;
Court, do they not enjoy the saine jurisdic- Saguenay, 22.
tion ? I may perhaps be told that they have I leave aside the cases 0f $100 and $200
less work to do than their colleagues have. trled at Hebertvihie and Baie St. Paul Ii the
To this il may reply by invoking the argu- Circuit-Court.
ment resorted to by some hon. gentlemen lU Let us now pass in som@ other districts.
order to justify the inerease of $1,000 grant- and give the wrIts Issued for the'saie year:
ed to Mr. Justice Taschereau, with the con- Artbabaqka. 22 Beauce, 23; Jollette, 26
sent of this House. As his colleague, Judge Kamouraska. 21 St. Hyacinthe, 18.
Taschereau, Mr. Justice Gagne has to admin- Let us now take the statistlcs for 1897
ister justice in two districts, and the num- Chicoutiri, 1;;Saguenay district, 18;
ber of cases he bas to try Is more consider- wbich gives a total of 34 cases. Arthabaska:
able than they are in several other districts. 20; Beauee, 32; Beauharnois, 34; Rimou-
Let me give a few statistics. But In this ski, 18:,Richelieu, 16.

Mr. CASGRAIN.

6771 677 2


