
[JUNE 17, 1891.]

to adopt the provision of this Bill. I mîove the1
second reading of this Bill. lîhopinîg that my motion
will he carried and that the Minister of Justice will
consent that the Bill be referred t a -special comn-
mîittee to see if there is anything iii ltSprovision
whiclh woull bie advantageous or usefuilto the
country.

Sir JOHN TH{OMPSON. I aml very sorry that
I cannot acquiesce ii the opinion so politely expres-
sed by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) wihen he invited Ie to concur witlh him
in making this Bil Ilaw. I think its adoption would
introduce very serious confusion into the franchise
law of this country and I ain incliined to believe
froi the observations whiich the lion. gentleman
hiiself made ait the close of his renarks that lie
lias hardly Ihiimself realized the confusion that
would result. If the qualifications of voters for
local elections and for Dominion elections were the
samlle, and it were ai mere question of the remoteness
of the revision it would be a matter of no concern
wvhich list was taken and it would be mnost desira-
ble to have ti mîuost receit one, but we cainot
forget that the franchises are naterially different
in sone of the provinces ; inudeed iii somne of then
w'idely different.

Mr. CHARLTON. They are different under the
Doiniuion list ilso.

Sir JOIN THOMPSON. Now, it is absolutelv
nciessary that we should have certainty, wliat-
ever inconvenience or delays there nay be, as
to what the franchise is, and as to the per-
sons who should exercise that franchise. But
under this Bill. in certain circunmstances one
set of persons mniglit le qualified to vote for a
miîenmber of Parlianent. and a few days later an
ëntirely different set, and only that set, would have
the riglt to vote. I suppose the case which the
hon. gentleiman p)'robably had i lis mind, and iii
whiclh the inconvenience wuould lbe sonmewhat less,
is the case of a suspension of the Franchise Act for
a year. I infer that from *the lion. genitlemnan's
closing remark that the operation of a Bill like this
woiuld have the effect of comitpelling the (Goveriinmenit
to prompt revisioiis-I suppose lie lmeant regular
revisions without sulspenisions. If that is lis
object, the Bill would comepIII) more appropriately
as a clause iii a Bill providing for the suspension of
the Franchise Act, because I need not informn him
that without a special Act the revision must go on.
But what I wish particularly to call the attention
of the hon. gentlemnai and the House to is the
unforeseen inconvenience-for I think the hon.
gentleiman lias hiarlly foreseen it--whichu wouil
result, even with iprompt and regilar revisions of
the lists, froîm ithe passage of this Bill. Let the
present law he carried out regularly and fairly,
and the lists conpleted by the lst of November
every yea r, as I suppose they could be. In all
conscience those lists otught to be good for twelve
months. But a vacancy occurs in the fol-
lowing June, before the time for revising the lists
again comes around. In the nmonth of May, the
local revision has taken place ; so that in the month
of June, were the lion. gentlenan's Bill in force,
we should find that all the electors who were qual-
ified in Novenber would be disquaîlified in J une,
and the lists made in the month of May would
cone into force instead. Not only would that in-
,convenience be open to occur in any province in

1 whiclh there would lbe a different date for revision
fromuî the date for the revision of the Dominion'ists,
but in point ôf fact there wouhl be diferent dates
in the different provinces, because I venture to say
that the revision is conpleted at il different date
ini every province in Canada. So thiat, if we arkipt
this amendient we shall never know, when a bye-
electioi is likely to occur in a province, under what
list or what electoral qualification the election is to

be uried on. I think the lion. geitlenian will see
l that it would lead to an enormnous amnoumt of
uicertainty, an uncertainty inultiplied by the
numbner of provinces in Canada ; and I therefore
feel compelled, iotwitlhstandinîg the ion. gentle-
man's cour'tesy i mrecommending this Bill to my
consideration, whichi I duly appreciate ant very
often comnply with, to mnove that. it be iiot now read
the second timie, but that it be read the second
tite this day three moniths.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) With miost of the obser-
vations made by the lhon. Miniister of Justice, I
umust say. I concur. I think m Ion. friend, whose
motives I have no doubt were the best, lad not
fully considered the ditliculties and inconveniences
that would arise necessarily from the passage of his
Bill. It is absolutely essential, in natters of this
kind, thuat there should lbe certainty-that the can-
didate on the one hiamîl and the electorate on the
other shiould know on wihat lists tie election would
he conducted ; but. the Bill of my lion. friend, so.far
fromn introducing crtainty, would introduce an
aumounut of uncertainty which would be very trying.
As between the Dominion franehiise and the provin-
cil franchises I have never scrupled to declare nuy
preference for the provincial, but this is not the
qiestioI now before us. The fact that the provin-
cial lists are înot coterminous withi the Dominion
electoral districts would involve a diticulty which
could not he overcomie. I hope ny lion. friend
will iot press the Bill to a division, as I certainly
cannot conlcur in it, and would be obliged to vote
against it.

Mr. WALLACE. Another difticulty would
arise in this way : The provincial lists are pre-
pared by the various imunicipalities. In case thîere
are mno appeals to the Ccoîunty judge, the lists are
certitied by him at least as early as October in each
year, while if there are any appeals, the hearing of
them is fixed foi' some time ahead. and the lists are
not completed until a later period, perhaps not
till January. 'The result nighît be that iii the
samne district yotu would have to use the Dominion
list in one municipality and the provincial list in
another. For this reasonî I think the Bill should
not become law.

Mr. SPROULE. I think all anmendnments should
be designed to make the law as simple as possible ;
but if this Bill were carried, it woue.ld only cause
the worst kinîd of confusion. Suppose a voter
came up to a polling booth, and vou wanted to
swear hini, which oath would oui put,the Dominion
or the provinicial? Then, the Domninion law pro-
vides that one man miay vote in different ridings,
whîile the provincial law proviles for one mnan one
vote. In other respects the rules of voting in the
two cases are different. So that the only result of
passing this BiIl would be to introduce confusion,
and perhaps a violation of tie law, though uninten-
tionally, by returning officers and votera.
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