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upon the list, and afterwards we have to go to considerable
expense in subpeenaing them in order to get them
off the list. In some cases in my own county people were
put upon the list fraundulently, and when we attempted
to subpmna them, they evaded service. I remember iu
one case we had to subpeeta a mother, but she refused
to attend, and that fraudulont name was retained. I am
giving this as ap illustration; there were a good manjy
other similar cases. We went to a good deal of paivsand ex-
pense in order to purge the list in this particular way, but we
found ourselves defeated, We are now simply asking that
proper steps shall be taken to prevent these frauds, and I
believe that it is the daty of Par iament to take proper
steps. I hold it to be an immoral suggestion that if you
will only take a little trouble and stretch your consciences
a little, and put a good many names upon the list, then it
will be difficult and expensive for your opponents to get
these names off the list.

Mr, WILSON (Elgin). I much regret to hear the state-
ment of the Minister of Justice, that he felt it incumbent
upon him to refuse to make sny further conces.
sions, after the emphstic statement is made that fraud, in
the past, has boen infl.cted uapon many of those who-had to
do with the vuters' lists. I thit k the statement of my hon
friend from Kent (Mr. Campbell), that there were 2,000 ip-
dividuals fraudulently placed upon the voters’ lists, ought
to be sufficient to convince the Minister that some meant
should be devised to prevent anything of that kind in the
future. The Minister says it will involve an enormous ex-
pense. I cannot see any cousi-tency in that statement
When these names are placed upon the list, a large amount
of expense will be necessary ip order to strike them off,
much more than would be necessary if every individaal had
to make a declaration himself. It is a notorious fact,
that just as soon as you allow one individoal to
make a declaration for a large number, and allow
those names to be havded in, you open the door for any
amount of fraud. The statement made by my hon. friend
from South Norfoitk (Mr. Tisdale), and the charge that
he made against the assessors of tbat county, was sur
prising to me. Iam surprised to hear any man deliberately
charge that the asressors appointed in his lucality are, to a
certain extent, perjurers in performing their duties. With
all the assurance possible he declares from his place in
this House that in one of the old coun:ies in the Province
of Ontario, not & sirgle man who was sworn to do his duty,
does it impartially. That may bo the class of men in hie
riding, but it is not the class of men throughout the greater
portion of the Province of Ontario. I say that the asses-
sors generally do their duty honestly, and I repudiate upon
their behalf the insinuation that he makes against the
assessors in his own riding. Now, I cannot understand
why the Minister is s0o desirous that there should be an
open door so that apy iudividual may hand in a large
vumber of names, unless it be as the hon. member for Hal-
d:mand (Mr, Colter), sail, that a ciicular had been sent out
advising their faithful friends to see that every individual
should be placed upon the assessment roll, buvcause when
they once get them there, it would take a great deal of
trouble and expense to get them (ff. [Is this the door that
the Minister of Justice desires to leave open now, so that
they may be able to carry out the adviee thatis given
by that organisation? It certainly looks to me very
much like a deeign on the part of our friends opposite to
give every opportunity that this Fianchise Bill, which is
iniquitous in every sense now, should be rendered more so,
and that they should take means whereby they may have
greater facilities to defrand the electors and prevent a fair
expression of their opinions at the polls. Now, it is my
experience, a' d I think it has been the experience of tbe
Members of Parliament, that it is absolutely necessary, in

order to make tho list an honest list, that a personal statu-
tory declaration should be made by the party desiring to
he placed upon the roll. That being the method ad pted in
the past by the judiges, who were the best authorities, why
cannot the Minister concede the suggestion made and adopt
the course approved by the:e officers. Is he a judge
superior to those who have the duties to perform? An
hon. member, who had acted as a revising officer, last
evening stated that such wa- the proper coutse, and, in
fact, was the only course to prevent frand. If the Minister
is desirous of preventing fraud, why does he not adopt the
course suggested by ove of his own supporters, who has
had prsctical experience in this matter? I cannot under-
stand why he objects to allowing this amendment. If he
wishes to do fairly by the electors, if he is anxious to save
expense, as he professes to be, I certainly think he should
adopt the conrse suggested, and allow this clause to stand
over until he is able to come down and meet us in a fair
spirit.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) T understand that the Minister of
Justice has expressed himself in the sense that he has not
finally closed the matter, that he leaves it an open question;
but be suggests that we pass the section now, and when the
Bill comes up for its third reading, he will, after consider-
ation, have arrived at a4 final conclusion in regard to it. I
do pot understand that the question is finally settled, but
that it will be kept over until the third reading of the Bill,
and the Minister will have an open mind on the subjeot.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I understood the Minister to
say that he would givo us timo to consider it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Tsaid that I would consider
it before the third reading.

Mr. MULOCK. To revert againto the point that a time
should be stated beyond which names should not be added
to the supplementary list, I understand the Minister objected
to that suggestion on the ground of expense. I did not
understand that the suggestion itself was not approved.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 1Isaid the advertising would
be expensive,

Mr. MULOCK At all events, it is desirable that some
offisial notification should be male as to the time when the
revising officer was going to sign the list. 1 suggest that
the revising officer should announce when he intends to
sign the supplementary list, and that anyone should get a
copy of the order on payiog for it. .

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to fix a date before
which the revising officer caunnot tra:smit the list, so that
everyone will know there is that time at least. I sad it
would not suit the whole Dominion to have a date after
which the names should not be received ; bat 1 am quite
willing to fix a date up to which they shall be received,
and 10 provide that the list shall not be transmitted to the
Queen’s Printer before st August, or, it may be, later,

Mr. MULOCK, That is very well so far as it goes; but
the revising officer may keep the list on hand, and some
people may not happen to know that it bas not been trans-
mitted, It would not be unwise, in addition to the clause
the Miuister proposes to add, to require the revising officer,
if he does not transmit the list on 1st August, to iesue an
order enlarging the time, so that the public may know up
to what time the matter might be open.

Mr. BARRON. 1 draw attention to the great possibility,
under the words “sources of information,” of revising
offi;ers adopting different rules in almost every distriot,
One revising officer may consider the sourcos of informa-
tion sufficivnt, and another the reverse.

Mr. COLTER. I spoke last night to the Minister of
Justice, and I believe he was willing to take into considera-



