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In Ontario, certain persons are forbidden to
Xercise the franchise, whether qualified or
Dot, namely, Judges of the Supreme Courts,
of County Courts, Recorders of cities, officers
of the Customs of the Dominion, Clerks of the

eace, County Attorneys, Registrars, Sheriffs,
Deputy Sheriffs, Deputy Clerks of the Crown,
gents for the sale of Crown lands, Postmas-

I8 in cities and towns, and Excise Officers,
Under a penalty of $2,000, and their votes

Ing declared void.

Again: no Returning Officer, Deputg Re-
tu"lﬁng Officer, Election Clerk or Poll lerk,
9nd no person who at any time, either during

e election or before the election, is or has
been employed in the said election, or in refer-
€nce thereto, or for the purpose of forwarding

he same, by any candidate, or by any person
Whomgoever, as counsel, agent, attorney or
clerk, at any polling place at any such election,
or in any other capacity whatever, and who
received, or expects to receive, either
fore, during or after the said election, from
My candidate, or from any person whomso-
®ver, for acting in any such capacity as afore-

d, any sum of money, fee, office, place or
*mployment, or any promise, pledge or securily
Whatever therefor, shall be entitled to vote at
Ny election,

No woman shall be entitled to vote at any
Slection,

. In New Brunswick and Nova Secotia, there
18 no restriction as to the exercise of the fran-
thise by persons who are duly qualified. On
® contrary, express provisions are made to
®uable presiding officers, poll clerks, capdldates
:"d their agents, when acting in the discharge
q tl}elr various duties connected with the
ection, to poll their votes in districts where
erwise, but for such provisions, they would
B0t be entitled to vote.

4s to the Qualification of Candidates.
thIn Nooa Scotia, the candidate must possess

e qualification requisite for an elector, of

Il have a legal or an equitable freehold
o te in possession, of the clear yearly value
eight dollars.

In"New Brunswick, the candidate must be

Wale British subject, 21 years of ageé, and
O six months previous to the teste of the writ
b election have been legally seised a8 of free-
M?ld for his own use of land in the Province

the value of £300, over and above all in-

mbrances charged thereon.

In Ontario, by the Act of 1869, 88 Vic. c. 4,
388ed to amend the Act of the previous ses-
o0, entitled, “ An Act respecting Elections
( Members 'of the Legislative Assembly
{the 35 Vi, ¢, 21), it is enacted, “That from
824 after the passing of that Ach DO quali-

tion in real estate should be required of
47 candidato for & seat in the Legislative
th?embly of Ontario; any statute or law to

Ly, ontrary notwithstanding, and every suc
Peale;ljn entioned satute and law i her eby Te-

”

Neither the said 82 Vic. ¢. 81, nor the pre-

ceding Acts of the sawe scssion, caps. 3 & 4,
deﬂninithe privileges, immunities and powers
of the Legislative Assembly, and for securing
the independence of Parliament, point out
what shall be the qualifications of & candidate,
and the previous Acts in the Consolidated
Statutes on the subject have been repealed.

By the 28rd section of 32 Vic. c. 21, 1868-9.
the electors present on nomination day are to
name the person or persons whom they wish
to choose to represent them in the Legislative
Assembly, There is no restriction, as in Nova
Scotis, that a candidate must have the qualifi-
cation of an elector, which, among others, is
that he shall be a male subject by birth or
naturalization, or, a8 in New Brunswick, spe-
cifically, that be must be a “male British
subject.”

In the Ontario Act, 82 Vie. cap. 21, sec. 4, it
enacts: “No woman shall be entitled to vote,”
but there ig no restriction in the 23rd section
as to the sex of the person or persons whom
the electors ghall choose to represent them in
the Legislative Assembly, nor is there any
clause in the two Acts, caps. 8 & 4, above
referred_to, from which any such restriction
can be inferred. The 61st section of 32 Vic.

1 eap. - 21, declares, *“That no candidate shall,

with intent to promote Ads election, provide or
farnish,” &c. But by the General Interpreta-
tion Act, passed by the Legislature of Ontario,
cap. 1, 8lst Vic, (1867-8), sec. 6, clause §, it
is enacted that ‘*words importing the singular
number, or the masculine gender, shall include
more Persons, parties or things of the same
kind than one, and females as well as males,
and the converse.”

And by the 3rd section of the same Act the
interpretation clauses were to apply to all
Acts thereafter passed.

Thus it would appear, that if the electors

resent on nomination day, choose a female
as & candidate, and, in case of & poll bein
demanded, ghe should be elected, she woul
be entitled to take her seat as s member in
the Legislature of Ontario. ‘

In this respect Ontario differs from the other
two Provinces, and may be said to.be in ad-
vance of both England and the United States
on this point.

This difference—assuming that the above
construction of the Ontario Act is correct—is
one of 80 much discussion at the present day,
that it may not be uninteresting to refer to s
very important argument and decision wilich
took place in the Common Pleas in Fngland
slmostat the time the Act was under con§1der-
ation in the Ontario Legislature, and which it
is presumed maust have come under the obser-
vation of the very able legal men in that House.
The argument was commenced early in Novem-
ber, 1868, and judgment given in January,
1869. The case of Choriton, appt. V., Lings,
respt, L.TN 8., 1868-9, 684, L. B. 4 C. P. 874,
5 C.L.J.N.S. 102. The name of Mary Abbott,
with a large number of other women, appeared

n the lists of voters for members of Parlia-
ment for the Borough of Manchester. Her



