
SENATE

tables of precedence apply to the local
legisiature and to the Lieutenant Gover-
nors, sorne serious issues rnay arise. I
arn under the impression that it is not oh-
.. atory on the part of Lieutenant Gov-
ernors of provinces te ask anybody te their
dinner table, except it be the provincial
dignitaries, but that of course is a mat-
ter which may require investigation at the
hands of thé governiment. I will, however,
just cali the attention of my hion. lriend
te this point: that in the table of pre-
cedence which I have under rny hand,
there is considerable arnbiguity. The Chie;
Justice of the Supreme Court unquestion-
ably ranks before ail senators, but the
next words that are used are not the Chief
Justices, but the Chief Judges of the
Court of Law and Equity, according te sen-
iority. I arn not sufllciently farniliar with the
rules of the bar and the form of the com-
mission granted to Sir Francis Langelier
te speak with absolute authority on that
point, but hie will observe that the Chief
Justices and the Chief Judges are not pre-
cîsely synonymous ternis, and the distinc-
tion, no doubt, was made with some refer-
ence te the possibility of there being sey-
eral parties entitled te the position of Chief
Judges of the several courts. However, we
shall have the whole matter carefully con-
sidered by the time the hion. gentleman's
question cornes up, and I rnay give hlm a
more satisfactory reply.

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED-Has the hion.
member the original copy of the order of'
precedence? It seerns to me there is a
clerical error there Thiere is no such term
as Chief Judge.

Hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-
I arn reading from the Parliamentary
Guide. Some of these orders I think wvere
originally framed, if rny mernory is right,
prior te confederation.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-Oh, no, since that.

*Hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWETGHT-It
may have been arnended since, but I thinc
tao that the Governors General in one or
two instances, but I arn not sure about the
Lieutenant Governors, have, with the con-
sent of the imperial authorities, varied
slightly the rules laid down in the table of
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precedence. For example, I think that
they have received instructions te include
on the sarne footing as archbishops and
bishops the chief dignitaries of the variaus
other denominatione who havé no arclh-
bishops and bishops, and, sinilarly, I
think, one or two alterations were made as
te the status of imperial privy counicillors
and the like. However, it may be, the
question rny hon friend has presented will
receive attention when we reach it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
might add to what the hion. gentleman lias
said, that I have no recollection of any
change in the order of precedence other
than the one te which he refers. There
was no place allotted for privy counicillors
nat of the government until &orne years
after confederation, and I rernember dis-
tînctly that some of the privy counicillors
nat of the government refused to -attend tlie
levee given by the Governor in this chiaîn-
ber until a place was allotted te themn. And
tipon represçntations made by the Governior
at that date, the order of precedence was
changed, allotting to them a particular
place in that order. There were -a number
of attempts mnade rmore particularly ini
reference to the representatives of the
different religious bodies in the Dominion.
But Mr. Chamberlain, when Secretary for
the Colonies, intimated to the government
of Canada at that period that any changes
which the colonies desired to be ruade iii
the order of precedence would be granted
by the imperial governrnent. However, al-
though these reports were muade, no clHantge
took place. Tuie late Secretary of State is
aware of what did take place, and the
changes suggested at the tirne. The only
change I have any recollection -ef du.ring
the whole discussion, la the one to which
the hion. gentleman refers.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-I do not want to
prolong the discussion, but I wishi ta say a
word in reply ta sorne observations of xny
lion. friend. He says it is a question of the
constitution, but hie took it afterwards as
a question of rny own constitution, be-
cause I refused the dinner. I think the
constitution of the countrv is far more to
be considered than mine; it should not be
treated withi sucb levity. I inquired of the


