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ment which it deserves, With the exception i largement of the franchise ought te be given
of the hon. member for Brockville (Mr.Wood) { and ought to be recognized ; that owing to
I have not heard one hon. gentleman on the | | the inter-communication between the vari-
other side give a single valid reason why : ous provinces, the increase in wealth, popu-
this Bill Qhould not be passed ; while evenllatmn and business, greater local power
the hon. member for Brockville, in his argu- g should be given to the different constitu-
ment, I submit with all due deference, in-;ent parts of this Dominion. This cannot
dulged in fallacies and sophistries. Hls be done in a better way than by enlarg-
argument is entirely specious, and did not! :ing the franchise. This Bill gives to each
effectually assail any of the fundamental | . province control over its own franchise. The
principles of the Bill. Now, I submit that:hon. member for Iast Grey (MMr. Sproule)
the section in the Bill which is the erux of | quoted from the British North America Act,
the whole disapprobation on the point of | our constitution, and I must say I was sur-
hon. gentlomen oppesite, is section 7. which ! prised, as he apparently knows of the ex-
reads as follows :— §istence of olur constitution, that he appeared

"to be utterly ignorant of this principle en-

Subject to the provisions hereinafter contained, :

the qdahﬁcatlonspand ~onditions necessary to en.  unciated in that Act, that the franchise
title a person to vote at a Dominion election shall ; ought to be controlled by the different pro-
be those entitling a person at the time of such vinces. That is the cardinal principle, enun-
election to vote at a provincial election in the ! ciated and recognized in the British North
electoral district for which the Dominion elec-; America Aect, and that is the principle
tion is being held, or in some part thereof. “which this Bill is following out in section
Now, that I conceive to be, in their eyes, the | No. 7. Hon. gentlemen opposite apparently
ehjectionable section of this Bill. Butitis 1he§are labouring under the mistake that the
<ection which contains the principle under- | scope of this Parliament is paramount to
Iying this Bill, and the principle which X! that of the legislatures of the different pro-
submit ought to underly any Franchise Bill, ‘\mce~ L contend that in reogard to matters
a principle which has beer evaded and ig-; t of local import the scope of this Parliament

nored by gentlemen on the other side in the !
various Aets of legislation respecting the!
franchise of this Dominion. In that short|
section lies the principle clearly enunciated |
which ought to be supported by every hon.
centleman in this Iouse, and that is a|i
principle leading to manhood suﬂ’rage. I
am more than surprised at hearing the hon.
wember for Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertsomn) |
characterize the Bill in the terms in!
which he did. The hon. gentleman must
surely have forgotten that under the com-
mon law, elections were in the hands of the
people 1 that the principle, or quality, of
manhood suffrage was invaded by the party
which is the prototype of hon. gentlemen
opposite, when they made their encroach-!
ment upon the liberties of the people of
England in the year 1429, before which date
manhood suffrage was the franchise in
England. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
been taking the cue, apparently, from
that party. and upon every opportunity
they have enlarged upon the invasion
of that principle of manhood suffrage.
That principle, which is admitted, was in-
vaded owing to the aristocratic tendencies
of the Government of the day in England,
tendencies which are being perpetuated by
hon. gentlemen opposite, and in this con-
ection T must agiin say I was very much
surprised to see the hon. member for Toronto
rising in his place and attack this BIill,
which contains the principle as set forth in
paragraph 7. He is inconsistent, and I am
waiting for some explanation of his extra-
ordinary statement, that the Bill, including
the principle contained in it, !5 perfidious
and iniquitous

I contend that at the present stage of the
political existence of this Dominion an en-

i even how

is not paramount to that of the local legis-
latures. Why should it be so? Take the
franchise itself. Who are in a better posi-
tion to decide who shall vote or not. or
often they shall vote or at how
many places they shall vote, than are the
people of the vrespective provinces ? 1
have heard no hon. gentleman controvert
that position, or indeed refer to it. We
will take British Columbia—and I speak for
that provinece, and I hope to hear lhon. gen-
tlemen from the various provinces refer to
the franchise question in their respective
provinces—in that provinee, should this Bill
pass, the franchise would be very free and
full indeed, and open. il at all, in my opinion
10 very few objections. The franchise in
that province at present is exceedingly libe-
ral, and so far as our province is concern-
ed there is mo possible objection to this
Bill becoming law, and I venture to say
that hon. gentlemen sitting on this side of
the House, if not hon. gentiemen sitting op-.
posite. will find, if this Bill passes, their
respective provinces will raise no objection

to it. In British Columbia, according to the

Elections Act, every male of the full age of
twenty-one years, not being disqualifiel by
that Act or by any other law in foice in
the province, being entitled to the privileges
of a natural born British subject, having re-
sided in the province twelve months, and in

* the electoral district in which he claims to

vote for two months immediately previous
to the time he claims to vote, and being
duly registered under the Act. shall be en-
titled to vote. No Indians or Chinamen are
permitted to vote. So far as this franchise
is concerned, there cannot be any objection
raised to it. Another point which strikes
me very foreibly, and perhaps hon. gentle-



