
large and infliential body iii thiscoutry.
And iven we see al 0the lisiops ofthe
Ch)urch of iEnghaud in thais .D)omiiniou,
with the exception of :those i ianitoba
and British Colunubia, wvho ha net s fli-
cient tirne to send petitionIs, have peti-
tioned against th e Bil, I thiuk it a
only reasonable that the delay thi# s
asked for shouhd bc accordcd. The hou.,
gentleian says the Presbyterian body are
in. favour of it. But on -the :rd of MarchL

a large meeting of .Presbyterians
was he la n gland, opposed te a Bill oi
this kind. We have also sen ministrs
of the Presbyterian Church in Montreal
hoàling n meeting opjose to this Bill
and when we sec other bodiè i" the
country. oppose1 -to the Bil,T think it
only right that some <elay should

raiânted and not rush the il1 ;
through the lHouse li .this manner.
1 think the Conservatives ln tAis Hoeuse,
and onu the Tr1asm-y Benchies, sliould
grant the delay asked for. I am very
sorry.to see that-there is a disposition iii

this House to pass this Bili. We were
taken by surprise in regard to it, snd hy
some hon metbers the Bill has been re-
garded with great le-vity.. - protest
against the measure. as a nmeniber of tue
Church of Enghid,; becauseI think tEe
Synoeds, whiich wil .meet ciig the
sumner, shouli have an: opportunity of
considering it. .'There is ne diflWeee of
opinion amongst Ee Bishops of' the
'Church of England on the subjeet. [Eeg
to movel

"That the Bil1 be read a third time this
day six .menths." •

M. GAULT: I have seen no reason
toe change my view .in regard to -this
nueasure, and« sec no reason what
ever why this Bill shouild iot becoie

Ma. CAMEON .(North Vietoia>:
The hon. meiiber fer -outh Leeds (Mr,
Jones) has ventured ito speak on behaif
of the ChurchofEngland, as being opposed
to this Bill. As a menber cf the Churcht
ofEYngland, I deny that that Church, as
a 4ody, is opposed t tist Bil. It is true
that those bishops who hvethought titto
petition this flouse on tEe subject, are
opposed to the Bill but there are, sente

nglish bishopswho have voted in faveur
of this measure on one or two occasions.
Th ais of'the oijectiona te this neaure.
s oil te be fýund in the Prayer-b-ook

nud I do not coincih iwitht te pai-ty 1le

conside s that the IPrayer book ia superior
in pointtf anctitnal blitgatin teoi
Bible J was surrist-ed. to hr the lion.
me bér for Leeds speak of tue nteasure
as havjng been r'egarded ns a huge joke
I de net think tliat we cnai consider a
Dili of this importance as joke in view
of tEe past history cf tE question in
Englaid There:iwonly au u suliporte
assertion that the law of God i against
the Bil, and 'there is no social reason
against it, and, thereforeI venture o
thiuk t aiet te thi;d- reading of thiseill

ought te be carried.
MIL. CHARI;[N: I think there is a

good deai cf force in the observation made
by my lhon. friendl freom Leeds, that there
wvas neoagitation io-faveur of this Bil.
It is ce-tnly a -veryradical change, and
if we pass the Bill tiis Session, I arn f
pinion thatWe w-ili be uilty of precipi-

tancy. It is a mtatter cf grear importancee,
ai ene l regard t.whticb we shoild
certain more fuliy the feeling of the
religions bodies lthe couri.try. There
fore, I hope the further considerationf
the measure wil bc deferred until anothe
session.

Mui. PIJTMB:2 Iwas .pained te heasr
the manner in which the hor. menber for
Victoria spoke f tE e Prayer-hook whch
is net at ail unddi, discussion here. I th
not tink tihis ls tEie place to bring Up>
questions of that kind; and it d6es not
seem te me te bethe proper iy f ad-
vocating the passagef this Bil. '
avoW myself in:faveur Of the amendment
of ·the lon. menber for Leeds

Mi. WELDON: As ene >f the few
w-ho are opposted te tEis Bill, I arn net
willing to give a silent vote. I under-
stood iy lien. friend front Jacques Cartier,
on the. second reading of the Bii,. te
state thattEis was a similar nmeasure to
the one. introduced. into th flHouse of
Commons, England,withtthe exception
of tEe provises wheice he added I
have,- however, hn,. unable to find in
that~Bill any provision iegalizing marriage
with a deceased husbàad's brother, and
Sir .Thmas Charniers. wlh as ite t
tirodneer cf the 1f1tin tEe Iouse Of
Coemton,.. neyer inti-duced suh a
proposition in is Biii. We look fo
light in legislation, to the Mother
Ceuntry, -whe we find the ques-
tien agitated it thiat cointry that peti-


