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MARRIED WOMEN'S VOTE |
OPPOSED BY MINISTER
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;rupert}r worth 3100 would have the

e right to vote. /In the case of owning |
HOI‘I- Ml'- Lucas Present' A!‘ or occupying a house of §200 both

o | woman and husband would have this
gumentl Agamﬂ Measure right. That was going fairly far. It
was argued why should an unmar- |

AdVOCBtEd by MI'. Tolmie ried woman with property have a vote

| and then when she gets married she

e ' loses the right to vote? but Mr. Lucas
MI’- ROWe" and Othera 100k the view that if what was advo-

- -y

. 1 N M ' ated were adopted inconsistencies !
Point Out Possibilities 1n W i
_ Faving one they would introduce other |

Refol'm inconsistencies more glaring,. He in-

~ stanced the transient tenant who |
DR i comes inte a town and rents a house
i worth $200. Both he and his wife
would have the vote, but the home-

Arguments not strictly confined 10] keeper, who built his own house,
the subject were advanced in the| ywned his house, ard who had it in
Legislature yesterday when the sec-| his own name, would only have one|

’ , : _ ; vole,
s xtend the |
ond H{‘dﬂlﬂg 0l ”"fff bill to ‘3“‘_’3“' c On the property and representa-
municipal franchise to married wo- | lion argument. Mr. Lucas said the

men was discussed. Speakers, parti- present law did rot in any real sense
culariy those on the Government side, | recognize the ]'F-I‘H'{‘.fﬂﬂl‘llﬂtlun of pro-
| hed the subject of women's | pertyv.  The man with 3100,000 pro-
" . a9 i " . ., . ;

DRESTEES O SBe. B " | nerty had just the same right to vote

suf in general instead of confin- | S 3

?ulfraga " general instead 2o, as the man who walked in ang!
ing their remarks to what the bill '"Hl:-:‘htiu 5100 vacant lot, |
specifically proposed. In the absence, Mv. Studholtme-—Why 1ot 2

through indisposition, of Mr. J. C.| Hoi. Mr. Lucas stated he was 1ot

arguing along that line. but was

Elliott {““f‘ﬁl Middlesex), ‘1” Lhm?{.},' merely showing it was not a question
nane the bill stood, Mr. J. C, Tnlnnui of representation of property,
_{“-l't.-ri 1111{-1*{11 the second 11..4-.I|-‘lgi. Voter's Permanent Intorest.
in a convincing speech. Hon, .\lr.*
Lucas. the Attorney-General, opposed Mr. Lucas said there was some
. : g st e hrnu_-iuile hr_-.l"lin_rl the present basis .
the hill. Mr. Sam Carter (bHou for voting. but it was not the property
Wellington) supported the bHill, and| basis. The aim was to have an elec- |
Mr. Donovan (Brockville) opposed it. | !t:'-l';?tc fu whom they could appeal wlmf.
Vir. Rowell was the last speaker, and ' }w”f likely to have some permanent
; _ : Interest in the locality. That prin-
after addressing the House 1ior a ciple was nof perfect, but it was more
short while stated he did not intend icarly so than any argument that theyv |
to speak furthcr that afternoon, and “-?Il? representing property in the |
moved the adjournment of the House, iJ}‘:-‘aen_'L System of voting. The presert
it s | Ml was only a step, but the final
which was E'.f._‘;']‘l"_-ll'fl] to. . gl‘:}dl as I}ruu]'ailned b} the advanced
Justified by Plebiscites, 1 ;'_:”;'l'iiif: d’:‘;‘f;jﬂf-if‘ﬂ; was participation
. . ¢ ranches of Gove ) ' |
In openug the debate, Muv, 'l ﬂlmlc! courtry and in the z:tf&';&'ﬁ;}:: Lnf H::‘
alluded tuv t(he plebiscites which Imdi country on the same basis as lrm.wn..}r
heen taken in different municipalities | ‘5}‘31'{*: -they prepared to take even the |
and the favorable vote in every case to ! ‘ mm_bt?y to the final goal?
. Mr. Tolmie—T would like to ask

what was proposed by the bill. He ] e .
. ¥ §_ @ . ] ! ]]G " i ’ r - ,
maintainea the bill was in no sense first '%Hm_siﬁer if we have not taken the
Irst step alrecady when we have given

revolutionary, Great Britain was ex- | s il ;
ceedingly careful in regard to its| :ﬂ:‘m\;tj‘ng to widows ard unmarried
LY ; :

legislation, and he did not think they H A s :
woutd go far astray if they followed | on. Mr. Lucas—Yes, to some ex-

what the old 1and had done in thiii ][ﬁj’::l-qp :Unflggfiﬁm‘i rlaugih‘;e:] and ap-
matter. FFor years gone oLy Great | N s o SRRy pointed out, the
Britain had had legislation practically | fl"iti” bE];”fd that was to secure some-
of the nature which this bill pmpnsed.i e “t_g{.p?_és;mm‘l!;l;aner{r cl?]u]:m*atc. riot
- 7 o 2 J . _ Jperty, k 1 ta |
in .:\aw dpd’la”d‘d’hﬂi*'!lUHt;aJi_a tl“uaJ chi bt wh;’t i; e .,E_._. ltmptmt“'
granting of the franchise to >women| v By i he next step? |
had proved satisfaclory. and he| ia-b:.: VRN S fllﬂﬂd has said Britain
thought this Le-gmllﬂ.ture H]:{Dlll{l take| 'HL:Id %:]jlzliii&;;hﬁt 11;;.? I:;e? aﬂked';
a, forward step. The speaker recog- | , ‘ 1€ suffragists quiet.?
nized that they should be f-xueeriinglyl ” had only stirred up a militant agi-
careful in extending the rranchiﬁe.' tation. They want more.
but he did not H_nnk nn}'mm.wuu'ld_- Women Indifferent,
sa)y they werce lakm_g away any of its/| * _
sacredness or sanctity when they E".'i-'l Dealing vitly the general question
tended that iraunchise to women as! of woman suffrage, Mr. Lucas de-

weall a3 to men. It seemed to bhim
they could find no c¢lass more intelli-

clared the great mass of women ap-
peared to be indifferent as to the ox-

——— = —

zent, more capable, than the women | ercise of the franchise. In California,
to whom they would extend the vote where women’s franchise was given
through that bill, | in 1911, enly 27 per cent. of the avail-
The Prime Minister had said it xn*a;.a!' able women registered, as compared
2y no means certain the women *l.!«.':;mt-1 with 93 per cent. of the men. Ie
ed the vote, “IFlow are we to find out twitted the Opposition with throwing
the women want it?"” asked Mr. Tol- out erumbs of comfort to the ladies
mie. “They have petitioned for it,! so that they wmight engage in guer-
their husbands have voted in favor of | rilla warfare against the Governmert,
it, How are we o find out they want' ’ 2
‘o exercise the vote? The only way and The VYoice of Guelph.
the simple way, it seems to me, would Mr. Sam Carter (S "elling
_ _ S BT, ‘ Mr. f§ ‘arter (South Welling-
?ﬁ_‘tlk‘; S‘“ﬁ “]I?l;l' “n :)T{DUH‘UH:_U: Ui[ t;_‘{' ton) said the Attorney-General had
OTCHRE 1. ¥ G0 1ol khow o1 a singie gone over the question widely, gently |
nbjection that has ever gone to this and very inconsistently “He also.”
Government or any other Government larinred the . “ :
; : | declared the speaker, “touched the
against exiending the municipal fran- . o Ry o e . ;
; _ matter very like a Conservative, and
chise to married women who owned I must frankly admit I am the oppo-
and possessed property.” | . ' P

site qt‘ a Conservative. We are asked
whether anvone asked for this. T

Minister Opposcs Bill,
can only say the city [ come from
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Hon. Mr. Lueas, as at last session, (G r r -
was the chiel spokesman against the! j;;;ﬁ,lﬁﬁ}fH‘.;E??,f‘:titgﬂ aih:;.ﬂg?ﬂ 53:::9
bill. He complimented Major Tolmie sentiment there.” '
on the "very reasonable and satis-| The arcumentis which had been
factory manner” in which he had dis- used against the nill were the same
cussed the subject, ar those advanced ‘n 1832 to keep

Prucaeding. .tl‘lt J‘Lttﬂl‘ﬂﬂ}'*GElIEI‘E] the franchise from the ¢ammon peo-
said the intention was to give to any ple. Ie iooked at the cuestion from
married woman owning or occupying | the moral side, and instanced the
property the right to vote. In a vil- : case of Tllinois, where the women
Jlage any woman owning or occupying | had played a decided part in wiping
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