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Mr. CASE Y. I have to make, with regard to my county,

objections of a similar character to those made by many
other hon. members in regard to their counties. The general
objections made to the scope ôf the Bill itself have been
justified and strengthened in the course of this debate. As
one change bas followed another in this Bill, it bas become
more and more apparent that the Bill is the production of
continued caucusing, and that the caucusing has not stopped
yet. Local districts have sent down their represontatives
and those representatives have been heard, and while the
country at large is refused an opportunity of properly under-
standing this Bill and of expressing their opinions upon it,
the supporters of the Government bave been heard on every
point, and at their dictation and representation alterations
have been made to meet exigencies not at first provided for.
A still further proof that the Bill is indefensible is the fact
that bon. members opposite do not, as a rule, atternpt to de-
fend it. The oceasional speeches that have been made in
favor of the Bill have not been made by the members of the
Government or their leading supporters, but by junior
members of the party, who have peihaps escaped the party
reins and talked when they werc not wanted toalk. The
rule seems to have been promulgated by the leaders of the
opposite side that the Bill shall not he discussed on that side,
because the more it is discussed the more indefensible it
must appear. This very afternoon one portion at least
was made to appear so indefensible that the Government
had to give their influence and votes to the removal of that
provision. With regard to Elgin, the population of that muni-
cipal county is almost the exact quota for two members,
viz., a little over 21,000 each. The difference between
the two ridings is very considerable as they are now ar-
ranged. That difference, of course, it was part of the de-
clared policy of the Government to remove as flr as
possible; but it was also part of their declared policy not
only to remove the diflerence, but to reduce the average of
these ridings to as rearly the quota as possible. I have
pointed out that in the case of the two Elgins they could
not reduce the average to a point nearer the average quota
of the Dominion than as it stands, but they could have
removed the igequality of the two ridings by making
the changes within the boundarios of the county itself.
But instead of doing so they have seen fit to begin a series
of changes affecting several of the neighboring counties, by
adding to the county of Elgin at one end and cutting it off
on the other, something on the principle of the Irishman
who found his blanket was too short, and he cut off a piece
at one end and added it to the other end in order to make
it longer. The Government have done so with the county
of Elgin; they have eut off one township at one end and
put two new townships on to the other, end, and they have
succeeded in making it a little longer than it was before.
They have given the county a total population of 49,000,
which is considerably more than the required
quota for two members. They have disarranged the repre-
sentation of those two ridings in such a way as to give the
individual electors of Elgin a much smaller share of repre.
sentation than they had before. They had already, on the
average, just the share they should have had, compared with
the rest of the Dominion-one member for every 24,000;
they have now only one for every 24,500. The hou. Minister
bas disfrarchiý el the two townships added by putting them
in a riding where their vote will have no effect on the resuit.
They have not succeeded yet in reducing the population of
East Elgin to neárly the point of the required quota.
When East Elgin is reduced it contains nearly 26,000 people,1
and is larger than Carleton, East Peterborough, Muskoka,
South Simcoe, South Huron, South Wellington, or North
Bruce, all of which were found to be so large that the
Government declared it necessary in the interest of fair
representation to reduce these ridinge; and yet by the
changes they bave made, they have left East Elgin much
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l arger than any of those constituencies. It is therefore
quite clear that equalization was not the object in the
arrangement of that riding, at all events. I might further
point out that the two ridings of Elgin as now arranged
contain a somewhat larger population than the two ridings
of Ontario before they were re-arranged, and yet the Govern-
ment declnred that, in the interest of fair representation,
they were compelled to reduco the representation of the
Ontarios, notwithstanding which they have increased the
two Elgins from having exactly the proper quota up to
a point above that at which the Ontarios stood before they
reduced them. I therefore move:

That the said Bill be not now read a third time, but that it be resolved,
that the county of Elgin contains a population of 42,361 souls, and is
divided into two ridings, each returning one member to the flouse of
Commons, with an average population of 21,180 per member, which is
very near the average quota for the Dominion.

That by the proposec Bill the township of South Dorchester and the
village of Springfield are transferred from East Elgin to East Middl'esex,
and the town of Ridgetown and the townships of Oxford and Howard
are transferred from Bothwell to West Elgin for electoral purposes.

That by these changes the population of East Elgin becomes 25,8eM
and that of West Elgin 23,477, being a total of 49,277 for the two
ridings, or an average of 24,6'98 per member, which is much further from
th_- quota for the Dominion than the present average.

That by the transfer of the city of St. Thomas from the east riding to
the west riding, the population of each riding would be as foIows:
East Elgin, 19,780; West Elgin, 22,581.

That the said Bill be re-committed to a Committee of the Whole, with
instructions that they have power to amend the same by providing that
the municipal county of Elgin be divided into two ridings, each retarn-
ing one member.
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