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interference with the rights of the people,
and believed they should exercise the
privilege of electing men to both Legis-
latures; for he velieved there would be
many cases where such a provision would
be neficial to the public interests,
The present Bill went still further
than  the law of Ontario, and
limited the selection of a candidate by a
constituency. If a constituency favored a
paricufar candidate for the House of
Commons, he could be elected under the
law of Ontario as it now stands, hut if the
Bill was ed then he must first resign
his seat in the Untario Legislature. If he
was not returned, then the country would
I6se the bénefit of his services altogether:
Hon. Mr. McMASTER said that the Gov-
ernment repudiated all comnection with
the Bill, but it was & remarkable fact that
thé géntleman who proposed the same
messure last year was opposed by them,
while this séssion they pursued an entirely
different course. The warmth displayed
by members of the Government in discuss.
ing the question showed how rauch inter-
est they took in the matter. It would be
remefhbered that the late Premier of - On-
tario strongly opposed the rejection of the
ringiple of dual representation, but pub-
ic opinion beoame 20 strong at last that
he wasg forced to:yield to the extent of
providing that the members of the Local
Govertiment should not be elected to seats
it the Dominion Parlisament. When the
present - Premier of Ontario came into
power he brought in a measure stipulating
that dual representation should be abolizh-
od, but-it was not to go into operation
untjl the new Parliament was elected.
Under that Bill no member of the Loecal
Lagisiature, whether connected with the
Government or not, could sit in the Com-
mons, but until Parliament met the mem-
bers of the Local Government could retain
thair seats in the Local Legislature—they
Mmight remain there for oue session, in
faot, . Now the present bill set aside thit
adt, and he would not vote for it inasouch
a8 it wag, in his opinion, a most unwar-
rantable interference with the rights of
the Local Legislatures. - :

‘Holp. Mr. BUREAU only wished to add
‘s fow vofnarks t0 show the imperfections
of the Bill. The ‘provision giving power to
the returning officer was without prece-
dent, and ‘must have the most injurious
Tesults, Power was given to that officer
to'* decide,” withont appeal, if a candi-
date' is eligible 'of not in the sense of
thé ‘Bil1, - The firsk section stated ‘that
no'person shall be eligibte to or capable
of betrg nominated for the House of Comn-
Wbhs; #fon the day of nondination he is &
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member of the Legislative Council or
Assembly of any Province where .dual re-
presentatian has been abolished. Now
suppose 2 member of one of these Local
Legislatures should place his resignation
in the hands of the Speaker, as is the
custom, in order to qualify himself to ap-
pear as a candidate for the Federal Pars
liament, and suppose the Returning
Ufticer thought proper to ignore or pretend,
to ignore such a resignation. Would 1t
not be possible for an uascrupulous Re-
turning Officer to deny the authenticity or
legality of this resignation? The expe
rience of the past ought to put us on our
guard, What authority was proposed to
regulate the dispute between the Return-:
ing Officer and the candinate inquestion ?
On a matter of such grave moment it was
not even proposed to allow the same pro-
tection which the humblest person was
able to demand at the hands of the
tribunals of the Dominien. Yet the Gov-
ernment were willing to assume the re-
sponsibility of such dangerous legislation.
In fact, if we examined the arbitrary pros
visions of the bill, with the Act providing
for the independence of Parliament, any
one must be convinced of the truth of his
assertions. The Aot set forth that ne.
one shall be eligible or shall take his seat:
or vote, if - he shall be disqualified «veords:
ing to the Act. 'I'hese were also the same
terms used by the Legislature of Ontarie-
during its last session. Is the Returning
Officer, in either case, constitutea the sole
judge. No. Yet the Government om
the eve of a - general election .sup.
ported a measure 80 novel and
impolitic. The Hon. Postmaster Gene-.
ral had said the Vbill would saye
expense, but that wasan error ; for.should.
it happen that the returning officers
should be summoned to the barof the
Chamber, every day devoied to the ne~
cessary enquiry would entail & heavy ex-
pense, and retard the progress of legisla.
tion. In whatever lLight he coneidered
the Bill, he saw reason to regret that it
was introduced ; butin any case it ought
to be amended 80 as to take away from
the returning officer a power which -ought
only to be exercised by the Legislature or
the regularly constituted tribunals for the
trial of contested elections. ;
Hon Mr. WARK objected to the power
given to the returning officer as extraor-.
nary, and likely to lead to abuses. He
wished to see our legislation of universal
application, not partial in its operations,
as would be the case with the present
measure should it become law. le was
not opposed to dual representation. and
' had always entertained the same opinion..

Representation.




