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Amendment negatived.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I rise to move an amendment to the

tenant clause of the Bill, and I wish to call the First Minis-
ter's attention to that clause for a few moments. I find
there is an invidions distinction made between the tenant
and the other two classes who vote on property qualifica-
tions. As regards he owner of property, there is nothing
required with regard to the amount of interest he has in the
property; he is simply required to be nominally the owner of
it. The property may be mortgaged for all it is worth, and
he may be in debt besides, but still he is allowed to vote on
the property. Then, again, as regards the occupant, itis not
necessary he shall have any monetary interest in the pro
perty at al. HRe may be simply a squatter, but still he as
a right to vote. It is entirely different when we come to
the tenant clause. There the distinction is made, that he must
pay a certain amount of rent, no matter what the intrinsic
value of the property may be. Not only that, but a certain
portion of that rent, up to $20, shallibe paid before he will
be allowed to vote. I say, again, that is an invidious dis-
tinction. Then I find there is one class of tenants entirely
debarred from the franchise. The section only provides for
two classes of tenants: first, the class that pays the rent in
money; and next, the class that pays, instead, in kind, or a
part of the produce of the land. But in Ontario, and I suppose
in the other Provinces as weil, there is a large class oftenants
not included under either of these heads, We have often
tenants who, instead of paying money or produce, remune.
rate the owner by making improvements, by making, for
instance, fences, or clearing a portion of the land, or drain-
ing a portion of the land; or erecting buildings, or in some
way or other not included in either of these classes. This
I take to be a great hardship. A tenant of this class may
be paying a large consideration. The property he is hold-
ing may be worth $1,000 or $10,000, and the consideration
he is giving for the use of it may amount to hundreds of
dollars; yet, under this Bill, he will have no right to vote.
The clause, as it stands now, requiring that this rent shall
be paid, will also be troublesome in finding out the correct
amount of rent, and, in many cases, will cause a good deal
of annoyance. That annoyance may be very much inten-
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sified. Poverty is no disgrace, if a man has not brought it
on himself through his own misconduct, but there is no man,
no matter how poor he is, who wishes to have that poverty
flaunted in the face of the public. Under the Bill,
as it is; when a tenant goes to vote, the first question
asked is whether hehas paid his rent or not; and
it has always been open to the landlord, if he is on
the opposite side of politics, to trump up a bill against
him and dispute whether he has paid the amount ot rent
required or not. Not only that, but we can easily conceive
a poor tenant may often be subjected to another species of
annoyance. We know that not only candidates, but
agents, are in the habit of canvassing a party who is
supposed to have a vote. A tenant who is unable to pay
his rent may be from day to day annoyed by these parties
coming to solicit his vote, and at last, in order to get rid of
them, he will have to acknowledge that he as not and
is not able to pay his rent. I say, again, an invidious
distinction is made against the tenant. It may be said the
principle of the Bill is that not the value of the property, as
regards the tenant, but the rent paid, is to be the qualifica-
tion. But why should a principle of that kind be adhered
to when it is not only going to debar a large numbor of
voters from the franchise, but is going to make an invidious
distinction, not productive of any good or not answering
any useful purpose ? I beg to move, in amendment:

That the Bill be referred back to the committee, for the purpose of
amending the same, so as to provide that the qualification of a tenant
shall be determined by the actual value of the property of which he is
tenant, the same as in the case of occupant or owner in all the Provinces
in which the actual value appears on the assessment roll.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Armstrong.
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