Il:hanllﬂ.l within last sixteen years. An ex-

: Mr, McCLAUGHLIN said that when the ‘ !
cemption of $400 at that time was of much .

more benefit than it is to-day. In consider-

ing this matter it must be remembered that

{h'r.-anu:-a with small incomes bore a n;urh
arger share of the indirect taxation of the

country than those with large incomes, [ix-

perience showed also that persons with small
incomes were always taxed up to the very
highest point, because their incomes were

- easily ascertained, while in the case of large
- incomes there were much better opportuni-

ties for coneealing the amount. He was not

' in favour of personal taxation at all, regard-

i.n%' the principle as an unsound one.
Mr. MEREDITH opposed the Lill, as it fa-
voured bank clerks and persons in similar

e $1,000. It was only fair that the
Bil should go fo second reading. !

Mr. BALFOUR called the attention of the

- House tothe fact that the Dominion IMran-

chise Act had been objected to because it

fixedd the wage-earners’ (ranchise at $300,
which was said to be too high, If this were

s0, then the workingmen could not be inju-
riously aflected by the income tax.

Mr. MERRICK objected to the Bill going

to Commnittee, ‘ ‘
Mr. HARCOURT was in favour of the Bill

going to the MunicipalCommittec, He knew ol
no class of people in the conntry who were
yorer or less able to pay taxes than resi-
dents of eities with an income of 3400 per
vear. The class of people who escaped taxa-

tion were those with [:u';..;t* N Ccomes,
Mr. WOOD was opposed to the Bill,

Mr. GIBSON (Hamilton) said that it had
been stated that the proposed change would |
make a difierence of S700.000 in the Assess-

uwient ol Toronto where the total ¢ ssessiment
was fifty-four mithions, All he counld say was

let the assessor take a litlle umwole care w

assess the personal property and incomes of
the wealthier classes. In‘cities it tookbetween
four and five hundred dollars a ycar tobarely
Keep a family alive,

Mr., BRMATINGER, without committing
himsell to an approval of the Bill, thought it
should go to the Mnruicipal Commmittee.

Mr. MACKENZIE said that in many raral
municipalities there were men living, keep-
ing families, and educating them, on incom *s
of less than four hundred dollars a year., lle
thooght that the eity people with small in-
comes shonld move into the country,

Mr. AWEREY opposed the Bill, The class
of men who would be benetitted by the ex-
emption would not be the hard working peo-

le of this conntry. e had no objection,

wwever, to the Bill going to the Committee.

Mr, GIBSON (Huron) said he wonld allow
the Bill togo tothe Committee, and help to
vote it dow: there. (Laughter.)

The House divided on the mction, with
the followiag resulit :—

YEAS.—Messra Awrey, Badgerow, Balfour, Ballan®
tvne DBaxter, Bishon, Ce:caden, Chisholm, Commee,
PDill, owiing, Dryden, krmatinger, Forguson,
Ferris, Fraser, Freeman, Gibzon (Hamiton), Gib.
son (Huvoa), Gillies, Grahun, Hagzar., Harcouri,
Hardy., Hur!'. Hawles, Melntvre, Melkim, Me.
Lenghlina, MceMahon, Master, Morvin, Mowat,
Muareav, O'Connor, Pardee, Phelps, RRoss (Huron),
[Ros< (Middlesex), »ills, Young 4],

Bill came before the Committee the promot-
ers were unable to explain fully why the in.
crease ol the stock was required, fmr. they
had now a letler from England with full ex-
planations.

Order dischargad, and Bill referred back to
Private Bills Committee,

The following Bills were advanced a stage
in Committee of the Whole : -

Mr. MCLAUGHLIN—~Respecting the town
of Bowmanville,

Mr, DILL~"To incorporate the Nosbonsing
& Nipissing Railway Company.

Mr. BALFOUR--To authorize the Law So.

eclety of Ontario to admit Delos R, Davis as a |

The following Bills were read the second
time :—

Mr. Badgerow —Iespecting the Thunder
Bay Colonization Railway Company. .

Mr. Fell--Respecting the Irondale, Ban-
croft, & Ottawa ]Imiiwu}* Company.

Mr. Badgerow--To Incorporate the Rich-
mond Hill Junetion Railway Company.

Mr, Ferris -Respecting a certain agreement
between the City of Brantford and the Grand
Trunk Railway Company,

Mr, Carnegie—To incorporate the Nicoll's
Hospital Trast,

NMr. Neelon—=To incorporate the St. Cathar-
ines Club,

Mr. Carnegie—Respecting the Town of
Peterborough,

Mr. Balfour~To incorporate the South
Jssex Gun Cluab,

WOMAN FRANCHISE,

Mr. WATERS on moving the second
reading of the Bill to grant . the
franchise b0 women, said he felt happy
~—(applanse ana aughter)—for this rea-
son, that such a Bill. could be dis-

cussed by the Legislature without being '

treated as a joke. The gualifications fixed by
the Bill were almost identical with those
fixed for male voters by the Act of last ses-
sion. Public opinion had been rapidly ad-
vancing in this direction, In 1876, the mem-
ser for North Perth introduced .a Bill
giving the franchise to women, which was
defeated., In a subsequent session, Dr,
Clark introduced a similar Bill, which
was azain defeated, In 1882, Mr. lLees
introduced a Bill© giving women the
right to vote on money by-laws,
which was carried. This he regarded

' as a most important concession.  After the

elections of 1883, the full municipal franchise

was given towomen.  He now asked the

House to follow the principle
TO I'FS LEGITIMATE CONCLUSION,

and grant to women the right to vote at
elections for the Legislative Assewmbly, 1In
the Canadian Honse of Commons last ses-
sion, SirJohn Macdonald had introduced a
Franchise Bill, which gave the franchise to
women, and expressed himself as personally
in favour of female suffrage., That clause of
the Bill, however, was dropped. The
suffrage had been  granted to women
in  the 'l'erritory of Wyoming and

: . : Washington Territory, United States.
SNava—Messrs., DBadkerville, lezard, Bilyvthe, i = "= "

H:‘l‘l.::.['ill Il‘iruflr-r l{'.af l'l.x.-I‘llI,l 'I":u?:n ichi ;1-;..‘”,,3\ T'he matter Lad been agitated in England

Creighton, Denison, Drury, Fell, Freach, Gould, since the latter end ot the 18th century, and

Gray, Haummell, Hudson, Kerns. Kerr, Leces, LLyon,
MeColman, Meitithee, Mceckkay, Macken~ie, Mere.
dith. Merrick, Metealfe, Monk, Morgan, Morris,
Mulholland, Neclon, Preston, Robillard, Ross
(Cornwall), Snider, Waters, White, Wilmot,
WWood- 41,

The result being a tie the Speaker was re-
quested fo vote,

Mr. SPEAKER ~In order to give an oppor-.
funity to consider the Bill I will vote for the
veas., (Applause and laughter.)

" The motion was therefore carried,
It being six o'clock the Speaker left the

- AFTER RECESS,

Mr. GIBSON (Hamilton) 1maoved that the
order ** House in t‘mumit[m-ll_m Bill respect
ne Lake Scagog Marsh Drain Lands Co.” he
discharged and the Bill referred back to the
Private Bills Comunittee,

hll'q }l l':i{ 1:!1'11'! ?-“.I'll IIF‘ llthlp]-qtnntl IIh.:'i,t‘
the Committee had refused to fix the capital
«tock of the company at the amount _desired
by the promoters, It Hl‘:l"l!uhf to him that this
was & matter of the internal management
o! the company.

some of the greatest men in that country had
given the subject -great study, Measures
granting suflrage to women had been defeat-
feated repeatedly, but the opinion was grow-
ing in favour of the change, and he believed
that a majority of the members of the House
of Commons were now pledged to vote for
fomale sufivage, Its advoecates in England
had already been so far successful as to
soenre the franchise for women in municipal
elections, and in elections for school trustees,
And the place where woman suflrage had
been tried was in the Isle of Man, (laughter),
and there the influence of the new political
element was most happy. He toaok the
broad ground that women should have the
franchise because thev had a right to it.
Women were just as much interested asinen
in having good laws carried into effect. They
were liable to every law, they were subject
to every tax—bui they had noshare in saying
how the tax shonld be imposed, except so far

Eq the municipal franchise gave them that

ight. It was absurd that a male servant
should have a vote, while the woman who

it ¢ 1if fain] bu:‘rHLH'-ut-law.I ; :
positions of 1116 uniairiy. , Me., WIDDIFIELD—To incorporat .,
" Mr. O'CONNOR supported the Bill, while % by s oy it i
- Mr. Drary said it would operate unfairly Mr. DILL~To incorporate the village of
| {l;.:il.ill'-'-l- fﬂf““"l"!‘h HUHTHVillP.
Hon. O. MOWAT thought the ehange pro- Mr. WATERS—To incorporate the town of
- posed was greater than the Committee would Parkhiil. |
approve or the House sanction, He was in Mr. BRERETON—Respecting the consoli- |
favour of the Bill going to the Municipal dated debt of the town of Port Hope A
Committee, s e S . otamiei_io 8 |
Mr. YOUNG was in favour of the Bill. At ADMI?‘&Ihll}’.!\[IU}\ OF THE LAYW. |
present skilled workmen, firemen, school Hon. 0. MOWAT moved the first reading ;
teachers, and others of that class could no! of a Bill to pt‘undf; for the better administra- |
avoid the tax, while many better able to pay tion of the law, Carried. ;
e o el Kk DIVISION COURTS, |
r, WALLRS contended that It was the Hon. C. . FRASER moved the second |
exemnption of the rich against the poor., iyl ty Yoy i wigg R '
Hon, (. F. FRASER while in favour of the FL'.“"':!]‘]::“_{:_!L t'l.lf,.llr’;i]ldl“ amend the Division
Bill going to the Commitiee, was not pre- : P g AT RN il .
{)itl‘t"l to sayv that the exemption should PRIVATE BILLS—-SECOND READINGS.
)




