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ing to submit to anything—could disre- |
gard a by-law of which he did not approve.

It was well known ibat when judges

looked over the forms of most by-laws of

rural municipalities, they were found to

be defective. It was to guard against

unnecessary litigation, which would have

the effect of preventing municipalities from

entering upon necessary improvements,

that he desired to have this amendment

adepted.

Hon. Mr.
were many

CAMPBELL said there
by-laws which affected
individuals very closely, and which
would render litigation  necessary
for the protection of their rights, which
were not voted upon by the ratepayers.
In such cases it would not be proper to
lebar individuals from the right of appeal.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said there
‘were great difficulties on the other side
also, and some means should be found for
doing justice to both parties. If a by-
law were injurious to any one,
he could go to the Superior Courts
of his own Province and receive
Jjustice ag well as he could in the Supreme
Court. In the case of granting a bonus
it was quite right that appeal to the Su-
preme Court should be allowed ; but he
did not think it should be the case with
ordinary by-laws. He knew two or three
counties in his own Province where the
municipalities hesitated to make public
improvements because they were afraid
of two or three wealthy men who were
.determined to oppose them. That was a
bad condition of affairs.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL hoped the hon.

gentleman would not press his motion.

The amendment was declared lost on a
-division.

The Committee rose and reported the
Bill with "amendments, which were con-
curred in. The Bill was then read the
third time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Bill
do now pass.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said he felt
30 strongly on the question he had pre-
sented to the House that he would like to
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have a vote taken upon it. He therefor®
moved the amendment which he had pr”
posed in committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT hoped the hon. g%
tleman would not press his motion, whi®
struck at a principle which was extrem®
dangerous to deal with.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said by
clause as it now stood any by-law ©
municipality might be brought before t°
Supreme Court, and small municipalit!
could not afford to run the risk of su®
litigation. The judges in the f-xevel‘(‘:lf
Provinces would understand the laws o
those Provinces better than the Judges
the Supreme Court. Surely an appeal
the highest Courf” in the Province oug
to be sufficient.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If a municipalit/
has right on its side, a party interfe
with that right would have to pay th°
costs.

Hon. Mr. MILLER had a strong desi®
to allow these cases to go before a hig
tribunal than  other cases that
hon. gentleman had suggested, Y%
cause there would be less dangerf
of tyrrany or injustice in the passage ,31
municipal by-laws based, on an elect0
vote than in other by-laws, and althouf
it might be the case that two or th 6
wealthy men in certain counties migh
give a great deal of trouble and har
poor municipalities, still there was anoth
side to look at. He would be very 80
to do anything which might operate 35:
serious personal injustice. He could B°
support this amendment.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL hoped the ho
gentleman would not press his amendme®
because there were numbers.of by-18
involving dear rights, and it would hardly
be right to prevent appeal in such A
To limit the appeal as suggested by b
hon. gentleman would be to confine it
one case in a hundred,

Hon. Mr. PENNY said where th®®
happened to be one wealthy man who ©
pressed the municipality, there were ms?
municipalities that harrassed poor® mer-

The motion was declared lost on & div
sion.

The Bill then passed.



