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time, Asa member of the Government ; posite professed.s great indifterence, .they
he denied most emphatically having [ oertainly displayed a large amount of earn-
mitiated any legislation with the view of | estness — in fact, excitement, — whilst
aftecting the seats of particular gentlemen | discussing the question. o

in the other branch. The Goverpment  Hon. Mr. MIYCHELL said that the Gov-
had not, directly or indirectly, inspired | ernment discussed that measure.as they.
the measure, they had simply dealt with ' did all public acts with earnestness; but
it a8 they dealt with every question which | they did not instigate the Bill. y

came betore them, as public men bound | Hon, Mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUSI
to give every subject their most careful = contended that the Bill was only establish-
oonsideration. He, for one, would be | ing partial legislation, and that the  duty
sorry to-see the gentlemen in question ex- | of the Senate was clearly to reject it. .He"
cluded from Parliament, as 1t was advi- ; did not understand the argument of. the

179 Representation.

sable to have in that body the best men
we ocould have. As respects the probabi-
ity of an injustice being done to a candi-
date by & returning ofticer, it must be
borne in mind that he had his right of
appeal to a Committee of the House.

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE—How can a per-
son who is declared ineligible to appear
as a candidate come before a committee—
he 18 not recognized ?

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—Every pergon
has the right of petitioning Parliament
ana asking for redress. If a candidate
was improperly excluded by the return.
ing officer he could petition Parliament
and obtsin a remedy, [Ihe bill was no
interference with local legislation, the
Parliament simply defined its own rights
and expressed its wishes with respect to
its own representation. He referred to
the Klection Law to show that the reject-
ed candidate had a right to appear before
the Committee of the House. - Under any
circumetances, he contended it was not
unusual to legislate for one province dif-
ferently from another. The ballot was
still in operation in New Brunswick,
whilst open voting was retained in Que-
beo and Ontario.

Hon. Mr, LETELLIER pEjSr. JUST—
The Government did not find themselves
strong enough to bring in a general mex-
sure respecting the mode of conducting
elections.

Hen. Mr. MITCHELL —The Government
prufessed to govern in accordance with the
‘‘well understood wishes of the people.”
The Government would not attempt to in
terfere with those rights and privileges to
which the people of a Province professed

-an attachment. No one denied that the
Senate should criticize and deal with every
measure that came up from the other
braneh; but what the Hon. Postmaster
General urged was that the Senate should
not imberfere unduly with a measure of a
speeial character, aflecting the interests
and privileges of gentlemen in the Com~
mons.

Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUST

said that whilst the hon, gentlemen op-

Hon Postmaster General, that the Senate
:_hould not interfere with such a . ques.
100. e .
Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL had only. referre 1
to the expediency or propriety of imter-
fering with a measure of tgat kind. )
Hon, Mr. LELELLIER DE ST. JUSL
said that the application of the.. elective
Erincxple to the old Legislative Caquncil
ad been mooted in the House of Assems
bly, He did not ses why the Sepate
should not declare what wag hest for, the
general welfare of the country.. The Gov-
ernment were aware that .the .bill was
partial and exceptional in its character.
Hon. Mr, CAMPBELL—The Govern-
ment know notbing of thekind. -, .
Hon. Mr. LETELLIER DE SI. JUSI'—
Well the pressof the country had.revealed
the motive at-the bottom of the measure.
Hon. Mr. MoLELAN said that the Legis-
lature of OUntario went as.far as it could. to
declare against dual representation, but it
could not, define the qualifications of &
candidate for the House of Comuons, and
therefore it.was left for. Parliament. to
perfeot the legislation..on the. questisn.
He referred to the practical workings.of a
similar measure in Nova Scotia to illus-
trate some of the effests of the BilL,... ..,
Hon, Mr. REESOR said that.it .was no
a matter of surprize that the Minister.of
Justice had not voted for the Bill, for,he
must have had his doubts as to its con-
stitutionality. By reference to, tha Cons
stitutional Act it. would beseenthal . the
Loosl Legisiatures, bad . exclugive , juris-
diction over the property.. and givil ri
of the Province. It was obvious ,that it
was an -interterance with such. rights to
tell them that they .should not.seand he
candidate they chase 1o the House . of
Commons. A question  might also., be
raised as to the propriety of having one
person elected. for two opnstituencies, and
-allowing him subsequently {0 select..hus
seat. Tnat privilege which . had.:existed
from time - immemorial .was more eggra:
ordinary t.hul;e the Qex;e ;d% wouldallow.
one person. .being. eleoted. for twa Legiela-
tures. He had heen .always ppposed to



