
Reasons whyElcciors should vote against the

Candidates of the Dominion Government.

1. Tin' riovf'Tniiioit li.'ivc violate tl almost all the pronii[,os through

whicli they oltlaiiicd ]io\v('r in hSTS.

L*. '1 li<'y hiiv(! |iut lii'avy dulios on Hour, uical and olhcr ni tides

of food.

',]. I'lifV have ])ut licavy duties on clutliiiifr, and particularly on

tho classes of cotton and woollen floods (including lilankets, cliielly u^^ed

by tlioso who aro not licli.

4. They liavo greatly incrcnsed tho juiblic dent, llin yearly

oxpenditn)(! and the amount of taxatiun, all of wliich they deelareil to

be too large in li^7<S

.'). ^Vhi'e guilty of gioss extravagance in almost ovcsry other

department of the pul)lic f-eivice, they have, by a false economy, allowed

tho Inteicolonial iJaiiuay— tlm chief ]pu])li(! work in the Lower
Provinces— to inn down to such an extent as to endanger life ami
property,

G. They have favored tlie wealthy few at tlio expense of the

many who are not lich, as is shown by tlif ii' dealings with the Canadian

Pacific ]'aihv,iy Syndicate and other bodies of cai)ilalists, as well as by
their tariff.

7. They liave l)ren guilty of gro?s corruption, wliich, in many
cases, has been clearly ])roved.

8. They have attacked the constitutional independi,>nce of tho

Provinces by disallowing Hills passed by Local Legislatures upon
matters within the local Jurisdiction.

9. Filled Mith diead oi the ell'cct of their many mi-deeds becom-
ing lajown to tho electors, they have not waited for the' end of the

pro])er parliamentary term of five years; and, artuated by the same fear,

they have attemf>ted to stifle the popular voice in the great Piovince of

Ontario by the unprecedented and niost outiageous niutijation of the

constituencies, commonly known as tho "(ierrynuuidtring Act."

Reasons why Electors should vote against
the Candidates of the Local Government.

1. Tlie Govemnient have failed to fulfil the promises made
before the Election of 1878.

2. "When in power they did things for wdiich they had loudly

condemned the former Government, and failed to do what they haci

V declared should bo done ; for example, in the matter of Eastern ]JaiIway
' Kxlension, of the coal duty, and of appointments to the Legislative

Council.

3. Having promised in 1878 to imj)rove the road and bridge

service and secure increased grants for it, they have cut down the grants

to about one-half what they had been under those who went Itefore

them, and by so doing have seriously injured the agricultural, fishing

and mining inteiests which they hud promised to foster. The mining
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