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the electors of St. Dominique and St. Pie, pro-
testing against the changes proposed by the Minis-
ter of Justice, and requesting to remain in the
County of Bagot. If I am mistaken, I have been
misled by my informants. My hon. friend says
he objects to see a part of his county thrown
into Rouville, or at Fea.st, that he never asked
for this change. But that is not the ques-
tion. I understand that after his two experi-
ences of 1887 and 1891, he might well try to
make his county more easy. He attempted to
ridicule the movement which in 1887 allowed him
to be returned by acclamation. I believe that
without the help of a certain number of electors
which his Quebec friends have endeavoured to dis-

franchise during the present session, he would not

have to-day the honour of sitting here. But,
what I am certain of, is that, the electors of St.
Dominique and St. Pie appreciate their member
at his proper value ; and if these electors had had
an opportunity to make themselves heard they
would have protested against the project of throw-
ing their parishes in the County of Rouville. My
hon. friend for Vercheres (Mr. Geoffrion) thinks he
is the only one aimed at in the changes which are
proposed. I think that I share in his fate. After
the last provincial elections the general cry among
the Conservatives of St. Hyacinthe was that the
county should be gerrymandered ‘‘to beat Bernier,”
as they said. They could certainly not succeed in
punishing me personally, for in defeating me, they
would serve my private interests and those of my
family. If my head is wanted, let at least the
County of St. Hyacinthe remain with the present
boundaries. The annexation of Ste. Marie Mag-
deleine to the County of Rouville is strange; but
the union of St. Damase to the same county seems
to me.extraordinary. The member for Bagot must
kunow that the parish of St. Damase has always
given a Conservative majority. It is true that in
1891, this parish made the mistake, according to
certain Conservatives. of giving me 56 majority and
that is perhaps the reasons of the punishment it
meets to-day. But if the member for Bagot is

good enough to refer to the returns of the last pro- | Ie
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vincial elections, he will see that this parish gave
26 votes of majority to the Conservatives ; and if
he took part in the confection of the new pcolitical
map, he should have paid a tribute of gratitude to
this parish for the support it gave to his friends
and let it remain in the County of St. Hyacinthe.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. (Translation.) The County
of St. Hyacinthe gave a majority to the Conserva-
tives at the last provincial elections.

Mr. BERNIER. (Translation.) I am ready to
admit that, and the Minister of Customs should
admit in return that when a Conservative and a
Liberal are elected in a county, the chances ought
to be left equal. If the electors of St. Damase had
been warned that they were to be annexed to the
County of Rouville I know that there would have
been a general protest. It is not we, the inhabi-
tants of the county, who settle matters for the
county, but outsiders who come and iuspire their
friends of St. Hyacinthe. For some time since, a
prominent Conservative of St. Hyacinthe owned to
me that it was proposed to put St. Damase in Rou-
ville. I immediately informed some Conservatives
of the parish, who answered me that the thing was
absurd and impossible, and that if the Government

should become guilty of such an outrage the indig-
nation would be general in the parish. As to Ste.
Marie Magdeleine, I wish to put before the House
and the country the protest of the eiectors of that
parish, Conservatives as well as Liberals, against
the project of placing this parish in the County of
Rouville. I hold in my hand a resolution, almost
unanimously adopted by these electors, and pro-
testinﬁ against this annexation. If the committee
will allow, and if I am in order, I will read it, an:l
will take the liberty of giving the names of those

who signed it, so that they be recorded. Here is
the resolution :

*“ At a general meeting of the electors of the parish of
Ste. Mrmge Magdeleine, in the County of St. Hsﬂlcinthe.
beld at the church door of said parish on Sunday, 15th
May, 1892, Mr. Gédéon Blanchette, mayor, being in the
chair, and Mr. J. D. Rainville acting as'secretary,

he chairman explained to the meeting that there
wag before the House of Commons of Canada a Bill by
which the parish of Ste. Magdeleine was proposed to be
detached from the County of St. Hyacinthe and annexed
to the County of Rouville for electoral purposes, and agked
fo;tt.he opinion of the electors on the project. After delib-
eration : :

** It was unanimously resolved that the electors of Ste.
Magdeleine disapprove of the annexation of the parish of
Ste. Magdeleine to the County of Rouville for electoral
purpoges, and that a copy of the present resolution be
sent to the representative of the county in the House of
Commons to serve all due perposes.

** Napoléon Chabot, Eusébe Leduc, Eugéne Desautels,
Elzéar Jacques, Léandre Maroig, Charles M. Guilmette,
Alexis Blanchette, pére, Benoit Cordeau, Adolphe Fredet,
Gédéon Blanchette, mayor, T. D. Rainville, F.-X. Hébert,
Edousrd Vallée, Joseph Lavalige, C. L’Etournesu, Eu-
sébe Mercier, Joseph Lacombe, Flavie Tétreault, Wilfrid
Fré-tette, Louis_Tétreault, Arthur Guilmette, Joseph

rdeau, Isaac Fréchette, Adolphe Cordeau, Origéne
Boucher, Jogeph Jodoin, Euséhe Boucher, Edouard Rous-
geau, Octave Beauregard, Pierre Bernard, J. B. Bou'ay,
Hercule Leduc, Moise G(iauthier, Ildege Petit, Horace
Gaudet, A. Choquette, Wilfrid Arpin, A. Boisy, Maxime
Frédette, J. N. Fontaine, Adélard Lucier, Albert Blan-
chette, Philéas Lussier, Antoine Leduc, Alsidas Petit,
Ludger Fontaine, Magloire Fontaine, Léon Beauregard,
Pierre Marcaurele, pére, Pierre Marcaurdle, fils, Eiphége
Marcaurele, Pierre Lavallée, Louis Tétreault, pére, Elie
Lussier, Damase_Jodoin, fils, Misa&l Palardy, Elphege
Brouillet, Pierre Brouillet, Louis Brouillet, Amable Mes-
sier, J.-B. Goyait, Eusébe Mercier, fils, André Mercier,
AntoineCordesu,Adolphe Cordeau, Joseph Berger, Joseph
Beauregard, Henri Desmarais, Onésime Chaunvais,J.-Bte

doux, Michel Dyameau, J’oseph ameaun, Narcisse
] Bernard, Antoine Tétreault, fils, An-
toine Arpin, Louis Duchéne, Alexandre Guilmette,

arles Mesgier, Joseph Desaulniers, fils, Uldéric Danse-
reau, Régis Delage, pdre, Amédée Langlois, Louis Fredet,
Pierre Bernard, fils, Félix Brodeur, Joseph Ledue, Louis
Vasseur, Edouard Lussier, Joseph Gendreau, Paul Du-
chéne, Louys Duchéne, ﬁfs, Almérique Messier, Louis
Goderre, Viotor Fontaine, Jogseph Fontaine, Léandre
Bachand, Rodolphe Bachand, Barthélémi Lavimodiére,
Paul Lavimodiére, Hyppolite Bachand, Léopold Gen-
dreau, Ephraim_Ledue, Joseph Leduc, fils ‘de Charles,
Louis 'Langlons, Victor Gaudet, Antoine Tétreault, Louis
Dansereau, Michel Palard}y, J.-B. Bernard, Frangois
Tétreault, Francis Fafard, F.-X. Danseresu, Victor Pha-
neuf, Candids Codére.

In all 116 electors, residing in the parish of Ste.
Magdeleine. If I am not mistaken the list of the
electors at the last election contained 130 names.
All these who could vote registered their votes.
My opponent got seven, and I had a majority of
110 in the parish. As'will be seen these signatures
weretakenimmediatelyafter high mass,inthemonth
of May last. There was no canvassing ; no one
went from house to house soliciting for signatures ;
and [ am confident that if to-day we should ¢ircu-
late a petition of thc electors of Ste. Magdeleine to
protest against the change, it would be signed b

the totality of the electors, Conservatives as weﬁ
as Liberals, with the exception of one or two per-



