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privileges; and he therefore expects to receive the eternal
execration of the people who sent him to this House. He
sars that, Lo the creditof the hon. Senator of Prince Edward
Island (Senator Haythorne), when the measure of 1874 came
before the Senate, he rose superior to his party feelings and
stood out like a man for the Brovince he represented.. Will
the hon, gentleman follow that noble example? Will he
rise above party feelings? Will he, when he reads the

amendment of my hon, friend from North Norfolk, which

is a far better amendment than that moved by tho hon,
member for King’s, which gives the same glorious privilege
to all the Provinces, support that amendment and give to all
the Provinces the justice which he demands for his own ?
Will he support that measure of justice which he demands
for his own Province, or will he fold his arms and sacrifice
the interests of those who sent him to Parliament ?
I fear that the last of the clauses which I have read will
indicate that the hon, gentleman will do the latter.
Why does he not rise in his might, like the hon, Senator
whom he has praised, and burst the chains and fotters
which bind him to his party, and, when he sees they are
determined to force an obnoxious measure upon the people
of his Province, why does he not stand redeemed and di-
enthralled and, as the immortal Curran would say, by
the genius of self:emancipation? I have spoken to this
amendment, because it involves the question of provin-
cial rights. I think it may be fairly considered in con-
nection with the claims made for Prince Edward Island.
What those hon. gentlemen claim for that Province we
claim for every Province in this Dominion, and, if their
proposition be voted down, they are in duty bound to stand
up manfully ande+support the Opposition and the amend-

ment of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). |

I have heard it repeated that this is our own franchise. I
do not know how Ministers may use that pronoun  our,”
but, if the First Minister spoke for himself and his col-
leagues, I think the Bill will meet what he wants and
will create, a franchise for the Ministry. If the members
of this House want a franchise of their own, they have one
to day, because the provincial franchises were adopted by
an Act of this Legislature. They speak of uniformity, but
that means that the people of any one Province may be
placed in a position to have forced upon them, at any time,
the opinions and the prejudices of other Provinces. ~In the
attempts to get uniformity you are paying altogether too
dear for the whistle. If there is anything wrong in the
ﬁrovincial franchises the people of the Provinces must be

eld responsible, and they have the power to remedy it.
This measure is annecessary, uncalled for, and unjust. As
to the expense, it must be borne in mind that this is not a
Bill to be used only at election times. It is an apnual
expense for the preparation of these voters' lists, and involves
five revisions for every general election under our Act. If,
therefore, the cost of each year be estimated at the moderate
smount of §400,000, each election will cost $2,000,000.
There is no justification for that, as we already have lists
which are prepared without any cost to the people, as repre-
sented in this Parliament. This discussion has given rise
to a stronger argament in favor of manhood suffrage than any
discuseion which has ever taken place in this House. The
very idea of a Dominion franchise gives us the idea of man-
hood suffrage. If we are to have uniformity at all, the only
way in which it can be reached is manhood suffrage, and
that fact will force itself upon the minds of hon. gentlemen
in this House to such an extent that, before another year
comes round, the opinion will be so largely entertained that
an effort will be made to amend this Fianchise Bill by giv-
ing us manhood suffrage, there is where I see the danger of
provinoial discord. If the Province of Quebec is not as far
advanced as the other Provinces in re to that question,
what danger threatens that Province? One Province will
be ingPto force its opinion on another Province, and by
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the force of the msjority the smaller Province will have to
yield, It would be far better to retain our present easily
worked and satisfactory system, and to leave the .present
Bill until the people demand it. In justification of the con-
tinued discussion which bas been going on in this House, [
will read the following extract from Bailey’s * Political
Representation " :

¢* The peculiar advantages of oral discussion are that, from the number
and variety of minds, simultaneously handling the subject, it is rapidly
turned on all sides and scratinised in every part; and, secondiy that a
state of clear-sightedness is produced in the understanding, which is
seldom to be purposely created, and is only the occasional visitant of
the closet. In the grocess of debate, the doubt whieh. hung over the
mind clears away, the information wanting and searched for in vain is
supplied, the absurdity before uunoticed is made -palpable, the fond
conceit blown up by some partial experience melts into air, the attention
is animated and the perception sharpened by the alternate exposition
and reply, attack and defence.’”’ .

1 say that we should have alternate exposition and "reply;
we should have alternate attack and defence.

It can hardly be questioned that if a number of men with adequate
information come together and freely discuss a subject to the best of
their ability, they will arrive at & truer coaclusion than the same men
could attain in the ssme time by any other means.”

We have here the very strongest opinions expressed by this
writer in favor of discussion. Now, Sir, as to the manner in
which the people should be brought to an understanding of
the provisions of this Bill, I wish to quote an expression of
Hume:

“ In all cases it must be advantageous to know what i3 most perfect
in the kind, that we may be able to bring any real constitution or torm
of government a8 near it as posgible, by sach gentle alterations and
innovations as may not give too great disturbance to society.”’

The author then goes on to say :

‘*If we narrowly examine the subject, we shall find that the condition
required for the introduction of & measure, whether of abolition or posi-
tive innovation, may be comprised in two; 1st. That the measare shall
be for the public good. 2nd. That the majority of the people shall
have a clear and steady conviction that it is so.”

Now, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite if they believe that the
majority of the people of this country have a clear and
steady conviction that this measure is in the publiointerest.
I say we have no evidence that sach is the case.

‘¢ The latter condition, indeed, is more than is absolutely required in
all cases. To justify the introduction of some mesasures the negative
condition might be alone sufficient; namely, that the majority of the

eople should be exempt from any prepossession againsgt them. In
aying down the second condition, therefore, in_ its positive form, we
agsume less than would probably be conceded. Either the absence of all
obstacles in the way of introducing & measure is implied in these two
conditions or, if there are, the absence of which is not implied, they
cannot be obstacles of much resisting force. It is, for example, implied
in the conviction of the majority as to the expediency of any proposed
alteration that their feelings and prejudices, if they ever were, are no
longer arrayed in opposition to it.”
Now, Sir, we know from the opposition this measure is
receiving in this House, and from the excitement it has
caused outside the House, that a large number of people
have feelings and prejudices against this measure,

“ It is also implied in the conviction the people at large entertain
of the expediency of a measure that they no longer rrgard it, if they
ever did, a3 inimical to their interests. . . . i
This statement of the matter, again, brings round to our view with
more vividness, and in ampler magnitude, the importance of publicly
-digcussing, incessantly repeating, and intrepidly urging, all great
principles and measures of policy ; certain as we are that & true know-
ledge of the measures will continually spread, and animated, as we
cannot {ail to be, by the consideration that all which is required to
enable them to Ksss into laws, is that general conviction of their
iztigi}y which public discussion will soonmer or later inevitably estab-
ish.”

Now, Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite to assist in this
discussion. 1f they have arguments to bring in favor of
this measure, let the ablest men on that side of the House
rise and explain its provisions, and show why we are called
upon to pass this measure, We demand reasons, and no
reasons have been given us, and because no reasoms have
been given in favor of this measure, the eountry is becoming
aroused from one end to the other in such 8 manner as



