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Papers reel M++, no. 479, W.B. Richards to Blake 17 January 1876; no. 
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75 Other examples of this use of the justices are Strong's close involvement 

I 
I 
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3 August 1669. See also no. 10266, T. Fournier to Thompson, 29 July 
1889. 

69 PAC f f i l3 ,  ~ 5 ,  vol. zoqa. no. 568; Brnssard el a f .  v Lnngeuin ( 1 8 ~ )  1 SCR 
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pensions, that the government would submit to Parliament with the next 
estimates a vote for the difference between pension and salary, and that if 
Parliament approved the vote the government would submit the item 
each succeeding year for Parliament’s approval, ’Parliament being free, of 
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Mills to the governor-in-council, 15 January 1902; ne King v Lmre (un- 
reported) 

30 PAC RGIJ, ~ 5 ,  vol. 2047, no. 16; Toronto Worldg December 15-31 

31 scc Letterbook 14, 523-4, E.R. Cameron lo C. Fitzpatrick 19 Oclober 1898 
32 Ottawa Citizen 17 October 1898. See also Quebec L'EvPnment 2 and 7 

33 Toronto Globe 9 June 1898; Canadian Law Times 18 (1898) 143-4, 164-6 
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1900; vol. 5, file 2, p. 213, no. 94 

November 1898; and Ottawa Free Press 17 October 1898. 

book 3 279, Mills Lo C. Robinson g June 1898 

38 PAC ~ ~ 1 3 ,  N, vol. 87, no. 883; vol. 89, no. 139; vol. 118, no. 309 
39 PAC Sir J.A. Macdonald Papers no. 1250967, Sir J.S.D. Thompson to 

40 PAC E. Blake Papers reel ~241, no. 187, Sir 0. Mowat to Blake 15 October 

41 PAC ~ ~ 1 3 ,  AI, vol. 496, no. 559; ~ 2 .  vol. 117, no. 3A, H:E. Taschereau to 
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79 House of Commons Debates (1883) 835 
80 PAC ac13, ~ 1 ,  vol. 71, no. 784; vol. 72. no. 6 
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