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asked to make this Parliament the mere district for Dominion purposes, so that any
creature of the local legislatures in this change of residence from one to the other
nost important rmatter. might have the effect of disfranchising those
One of the strong reasons against this who make the change. By this means a

measure is the fact that it will have the very considerable number of persons. who
effect of disfranchising a very large nunber possess aill tlie qualifications, would he un-
of people who ought to have the right to able to vote at a Doninion election, oVing
vote at Dominion elections. Take the pro- to their names being excludled from the pro-
vince of Ontario. for instance. The fran- vincial lists.
chise of that province differs materially It was stated the other ev-ening by an
from that of every other province, par- hon. meimber. as one or the diftlieulties In
tieularly in this respect that residence is connection with the Dominion fraînchise. tiat
liere iade a special qualitieation. To be owir, t« Itie revis]in ln some eases only
entitled to be put on the list, the applicant taking place at vry great intervals, a large
must, as a first essential, have residel linber of persons were dlisfrinehise I. and
the province one year. and within the pa- consequenitly the nuimher of votes polled l
tictilar electorl distriet for at least three the J-jominlion elections siowed a snalher
ionths. Apply ihis rule to the ciies of pereentage :of the total nuiber of voters
Iliull and Ottawa. A iian might be eleven than was the case in the local election. I
morits a resident of the city of Ottawa. took the trouble to look into that inater, aud
and it would be impossible to have lis I foiund lthe reverse to be ihe case. I com-
naime put upon the list. but a similar rule pared the Dominion eleetion of 1891 with
wouil not apply hln ie crossed the pro- the provini al eleetion of 1890. in the pro-
vincial line into the province of Quel.be. vice of Ontaro. the former of whicl took
ainless a similar Act should le passed by . place in Mari and the latter jl J ne. I
tiat province. Althouglh a nian may be found tbat the numîber of votes on tlie
a resident of Canada. althoug he may hîave Dolmnion lists foir le province of Ontario
every riglht one enn imagine to entitle hlim in 1891 Was 55.904, and that thie number
to vote, although lie may own half a million polled was 371.105. or 65 per cent of the
dollars worth of property in the city of entire lists. Then I took the provincial
Ottawa, if lie were not a whole year In the votes east at the elections of 1.890. as coi-
province he would, under this Bill. have no p'ared wi:th theI number on the provincial
right to vote in a Dominion election ; and lîsts. and I found that whereas the number
having changed his residence. neither would on ithelist s was 528,902 theI numbe.r polled
lie have any riglht to vote in the province of was 339.287, or 62 per cent of the totalQuebee. My hon. friend the Solicitor vote as against 67 per cent polled at the
General must see the necessity of protect- Dominion elections.
ing that class of persons, which is very:
numerous. The means of travel, the dispo- M
sition of our people to change about a good Mr. CLANCY. The percentage of votes
deal. point to the necessity of protecting cast conpared with those on the lists in the
that class of people from disfranchisement. Dominion elections was 67 per cent, and in
This measure would operate in every case the local election only 62î, taking the listagainst a person eoming into the province of 1891 for the Dominion and the list of
of Ontario from any one of the other pro- 1890 for the province. There were 25,002
vinces, unless lie had been a resident of more names on the Dominion lists than on
Ontario at least a year. the provincial lists. and there were polled

There is another reason which I do not on the provincial list 31,818 less than onthink my hon. friend the Solicitor General the Dominion lists, showing, first, that therecan have taken into consideration. The was a greater number on the Dominion listconstituencies for the Dominion elections than upon the local, and next, that a greaterare not uow, and never can be, the same as percentage of those cast their vote. That
those for "rovi.ncial purposes. That is per- arose from causes that must be perfectlyfectly obvious froni the fact that there ought apparent to lion. gentlemen. It was largely
not to be so nany constituencies represented. due to the fact that persons changed aboutlu a provincial legislature as in the Domin- their local residences, and local residenceion Parliament from any one province. being the essence of qualification In Ontario,
Consequently, by this Bill you will disfran- nany persons lost their i'right to vote from
chise a very considerable number of voters. the fact that they bad changedLet me put a case to the hon. gentleman. their residence from one riding to another.Take three local municipalities, A, B and C. I an perfectly well persuaded thfat that ac-These may be all in a single electoral divi- counts for the smaller vote always beingsion for the Dominion and In different elee- jobtained under what Is called one man onetoral divisions for the local. Take, for in- ;vote, in the province of Ontario, than wouldstance, the riding I bave the honour to re- have been the case, had the local residencepresent, In that riding there are three local not been, as I said, the basIs of the rlght tomunicipalities, which are in three separate jvote. Now, that would affect persns al-elect-oral districts for i-he provincial elec-| ready on the list, and it would affect thosetions, but which are all in the one electoral |ito be placed upon ithe list- as being entitled

Mr. CLANCY.


