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wealiby and had ovly one son by his
-~ : and bad four or five
zelghbour who was poor e § He

was not doing the same amoun$ of good to
| his country.

gsers, A man who ~ My, BOULTER—Might he not have a
2323!: !::mp:!m;g ;'l'. orar, worth §2),020, pumber of ¢aughters 2 (Laughter.)
and having bus one sov, would have fwo My, MASSIE—He was mnot dolog
vokes only, while a man owolog fitly 2res, the same amount of good, aud there.

worth §1,000, and baviog foar sors, would fore 1§ could k) no excurs urged aga'nst the |

have five votes.

Mr, CROOKS ra'-ed a question of order,
He sald that the Hoass bad already ordercd
#hat this B!'l ka2 read a third time t>.day.
The only ameudment pei miesible would be one
relating t2 she time, It was opn $0 move the
six months’ holet, or ¢7 vots down the thivd
reading, but not an amendment which was
opposc t> the Blll altogether,

Mr, MACDOUGALL (Slmc3:) was no
aware whether the hon, gentleman had bsen
in the House at the recond reaiing of the
Bill, when I% was dlsbinct'y understcod sha
She right of 4 ..+ Opposirion to take o
She on the record reasding would be pre-
served intaot for the th'~d raading, Hoe ia.
stanced a rec mt oare ln Eogland where such

an amendment as $tal of M+, Cameron
"h ﬂ'ﬂ"l . e

Mr, SPEAKER #114 that ho had no doubs
that an amendment declaratory of some
adverse to the Bil' might be movcd
af the sejond reading or the
Or a§ any other stage of the Bil! He quott
from May a patsage lholhq that an amend-
men$ could b> moved at b
§0 the further progrcss of the BI", The

amendment wez+ therefore 11 order,

Mr, CAMERON waid the rezolation way

ely that objeotiors might bs taken
geutlemen opposit., and 1§ was put
adviscdly In the rhape In which 1§ now wa~.
He proceeded to say that It would k2 obvl.
ously ucjust %0 give a men owaing a sme"
a LlLrgr nambor votes
greater lufluencs than a man
owning a  larger property. He
W RS p::: .;n:u ot.l thu:;l wl:?“ th;ught t::t
pro 0 ve a plaralitly of vosc>, buf
be thought the small holder of properiy
ough$ not t> have any advante~e over the
"lIarge holder of properiy, atd this Bill would
have Lhat effeos, and would therefors ba
Injurious, Another bad effech of the BIN
was that 1§ gave farmers’ sons a privilege
Shat other clacses of the community did nos
pnsess, He would like o know why the
mechanis resldent In Toronto, and pos.
sessed of property sser el at $2,000 and
having five sops,t hould not have his five sox:
enfranchived as well as the sons of the
farmer vho was assesntd for lem? And
why «o% give voles (o the aons
¢f $the merchant, and the Ilabouier,
dootor, and lawyer, who were as-
sesscd? To glve a vote t2 a claas without
:th&l:hg I.-:i pln.ﬁrt, qualific+tlon “l.; t;:l‘:;d
paiiies themaelves, was a #
dzoollon of manhood suff or univeraal
suffrage which he trusted they would nok
sce in this country, for 1§ was not In acoord.
ance with the genius of our Consblén
and experience of i} 1n other countries ha
not given Canzia any resson $o Shink 1%
be beneficlal, bul, on the crnbrmi y,
that i§ weuld be detrimental and ipjurious
§o this country. For these reasons he way

" ok red in that way without oconeider-

opposed t> the measure of the hon, Com.
missloner of Publle Works,

introduced

fthere was a very small vobking
est on income Ju the rural muniocipalities
Sy i, s gt
Stowns, es, wOou
that the inoome franchiss extended %o
of the country, and to every ole~
d not Sherefore be comslder
glalation. The Bll eonveyed a d:-
unity e :lm';hw“u - m;lﬂi
w A te, ugh every man
be a farmer, every man coald nok be a
armer’s son, He fancled that the Govern.
men$ In Introluciey this measure folt thab
Rhey wou'd do something ¥5 ingratiate them.
telves with the f» community, I
might be found. however, $bat those In the
ocounfry regard.d the al'eged benefits of the
Bill ss hurtful to them, especlally when
m fsrmer undemiood &hat 1t gave

right be rogistered,

t hisown. Hoe
vally objeotito his giving

his sons a right t5 record volkcs in favous,
peshape, of his pollilcal opponents, (Ap:
plause,) .

Mz MASSIE ra'd that the hon. gentle.
man had breught forward a very lame seriss
of objections to the Bil', one of whioch

was that thera wee an Injostlos done
$20 the man who

s slage adverse

bappened &3 be

Merchents and mechaniow’
% eaal'y provided with voles, and be.

" his vilews were wrong.

aldes, oan vote on Jjucyme. The other
tmn:h.:uo also to lame $hat he did not

$hink hey c2'led for any remsrks,

Mrv, BARR ssd that though he repre.
sented a farming communily, be thought
they were not 'n favour of this Blll, which,
be:ldes belng a 1tep towards manhood muf.
frage, was olsss legislation, He $hought
Shas tke Bill «=ould bs dolug
meobsnios who might be paying large sums
in $axation, and whose sons would not on
Lhat acorunt get a vote, whi'e a fai.mer of 50
aores with a pumber of tons would have a
vote for esch of Shem, Ii was a moat
dapgercus step in She wropg Gireo.
{lon, snd one &0 Db avolded mosy
oarcfully, Aifer contramting the relative
positions of the rich and poor farmers, he

~ went on §0 say that in many ocases the farmer

would have an obj cilon %o split his vote on
, and shis measure loft him mo

option.” Ths
| rons might thus kill she vote of
ir fathers, Why, if the sons were $o have

this power, nok extend 1t t> the daughters
who om;uild a similar position? ’

Mr. ROSEVEAR rald he was a farmer,
sud a staunch bellever 'n Mr, Cameron, %o
g0 sgainst whom would be ltke catilng him
0 the bene; bat on this ﬂnuﬂon ke thought
e entered into a
defence of the por'tion of the farmers, who

. were the bone and sinew of the count y, and

was perfeotly satiafied that ths measure would
nok be alterded with such results as some

bon. membars anticipated. He was ectly
tatihafied that there will be no eomm of

son by father or father by son, and mention-
¢d an lpstance coocur:iog durlog his own
oanvass In su of his views, He conolad.

ed by sayivg that un?llﬂmb! the BIlll
was in the right directon, and he only re-

gretted that Iy did nod Inolude the sons of
otker olasxes of the communlty,

Mr, DEACON m'd he was oppoz-d £ the
meature as devold cf common-sense or rearon,
Because the father voted on a property was
no reason why his son should. Such a view
was entirely opg+red t) every principle upon
which we have hitherto gcante 1 the franchise,
The Bill actaally pmﬂoud to give a voke %o
one with no lnterest in the country and with
o qualification as & basle, Auy one who
$rave's throvgh the ocuntry will find that

the ton does not always vote with the

father, and this memure he w23 ture
would produce great I’-wlll and hes:t-
burnirgs bevween fsther and son, Torum

an injastica §o |

|

[ |

up the matier, it was a bld for the farmers’ |

vote sud nctilng else, belng rolten in prin. |

oiple, uuscund la judgment, and with no.
thirg to commend it

Mr. BETHUNE, though

he had nokt movad
much through the rural distriots, sald thas
his constituents were, at a'l events, In favour
of the Bl and It In the right
direotion, He sald i$ was common $o tind
the farther as owner and She son as Senant,
and it wes alio common to find the father as
owncr and tecant, The aons of L)ih, he
contended, had an equal right, and was It
proPer to keep the sons of the iatber in that
poaliio

plays ¢f swearing so oftsn wilnessed in
volers’ courts, Th's meature, he thoughs,
was caliulsbed to aitach farmers’ sons $o the
soll and let them fcel that they are not in
& wcrse position theun mechanlos in
the city., He referred 80 she imper.
$an8 pard that bhe farming ocommually
formed in the soslal economy of the country, |
and spoke of the desire evinced by so many
farmers’ sous to leave $he old place because
they could have no voloe in the affalrs of she
couctry 80 lonz ss they remalned there,
The Bill, to his mind, wounld have a most |
poweiful effeos in this direction, There was |
always a desire o discuw politlos between |

n?! Horeferred to the noseemly dis. i

- father and ton, bus he cou'd not see that 1§ .

would be likely $o lead $o rupture when they |
had the proteciion of the ballot ia voking, |
They were entitled to 1§ as a 1:ghit—earniog

|

as they did as muoh, though not fn the same
way, as thote In oltles, who epjoyed &his
privilege—In many cases supporting by their
exertions thelr parents, acd belng, as
Shey{mre, an Intelligens porilon of the ocom.

- murity, wby refuse shem ?
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