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from coming forward, He did not think
$20o too much,because if a man really
wanted to get into Parliament, if he
was a poor man, he could easily raise
it, knowing that he was almost
sure to get it back again.

MR. BLAKE said that if any system
was to be adopted he thought this was
more likely than any, without interfer-
ing with the right of the people or the
freedom of election, to accomplish the
object in view. It was certainly an
improvement over that which prevai led
in the Province of Quebec. In the
first place, $200 was a considerable sum;
in the second place, against a man
with money, who knew that ho would
get his deposit returned, the amend-
ment would be imperative, whereas the
loss of $50 might be some check upon
him. The snallness of the amount
and the simplicity of the arrangement
imposed by the Bill were such as must
commend the Bill over the amend-
ment proposed by the hon. member lor
Cardwell (Mr. McCarthy.)

Mn. MITCHELL said he differed
from the bon. member for South Bruce
SMr. Blake). During bis (Mr.

Mitchell's) own election,he was subject
to the greatestannoyance bya candidate
being started by a clique who said:

We will sacrifice $50, and oppose Mr.
Mitchell." The candidate was started
and actualiy canvassed the county
until within a day of the poll, not with
any idea of seriously contesting the
costitutency, but simply to cause
annoyance. If they could adopt a
system which would not interfere with
the freedom of the people or the choice
,of the electors, but would check such
conduct as ho had alluded to, they
Ought to do it. He believed the amend-
ment was a step in the right direction
and that it was calculated to put a
stop to the annoyance that might now
Ie visited upon the candidate whom
the majority of the people wished to
elect.

R. CARON said the strongest rea-
S>in fa-our of the amendment was
that it would prevent a bogus candidate
being nominated merely to have a con-
teced election and to cause annoyance
to the legitimate candidate. It would
also save the excitement and disturb-
alce of a useless contest.

MR. MACDONNELL said he donied
that it followed, as a matter of course,
that, because a man did not get one-
half the votes of bis opponent, ho was
not a bond fide candidate. The princi-
ple of having to pay any money for
the purpose of being nominated was a
wrong one. Instead of extending the
principle, it should be abolished. The
hon. member for Quebec county said
those elections disturbed public opinion.
Well, public opinion required to be
disturbed occasionally. Thore wore
men who had remained in Parliament
a long time who would not have been
returned were it not for the want of
some opponent who would agitate
public opinion, and bring to light facts
which would change the public opinion.

MR. PLUMB said the amendment
secured, in a much greater degree, the
principle recognized in the Bill, by
providing for a deposit. It prevented
the nomination of candidates who had
no chance of election, and who were
brought forward merely to cause the
expense and annoyance of a contested
election. $200 was not a large amount
to be deposited as earnest of the good
faith and position of the candidate, and
the money being returned to him if he
obtained a respectable vote, and pre-
vented any injustice boing done in the
way of preventing a contest. It was not
desirable, in party interests, that can-
didates should be opposed who would
otherwise be elected unanimously. He
was not sure but that the proposition of
bis hon. friend might be amended by
reducing the number of votes necessary
to a defeated candidate to obtain
back bis money. He had no objection
to have the whole system of deposits
abolished, but if the system were con-
tinued, it ought to be made, as it hac
been intended to make it, a check on
candidates.

Ma. SINCLAIR said he tbought the
amendment was not an improvement
on the Bill. When the Act was passed
the greatest check was considered to
be the twenty-five electors who were
required to sign the requisition. This
amendment would act injuriously in
those districts which returnod two
mem bers. A man of gool standing
might be rejected and have less than
one half the number of bis opponents
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