[APRIL 21, 1898]

4026

these monstrous things occur there. The

Iist is made under the Act, yei carrylng out |

the Intentiom of this leglsla,ture, with oni-
versal consent, large numbers of nersons are |
prevented from voting though thelr names :
are on the lists. And so these Dominion ;

ltrust that the time of the committee will
pot be tsken up by objurgatlons and re-
icrimmatﬁons as te a purely local Act, which
is strongly supported I Nova Scotia, and
‘has been sanciloned there in election after
- election.

employees names are upoca the voiers’ lists, é

and they vote, unless withic 15 days of the
election they continue to hold these Domin-
fon offices. And there 1s nothing Immoral,
outrageous, or unjust,’ or monstrous ip the
fact that they shouid be upon the voters’
lists, and yet when the day of voting comes
they should, for good cause movipg the legls-
lature to that end, be deprived of the right .
to vote. This franchise law which we are .
trylng to repeal, as [ say, has embodied in |

it the same principle. The list for the Do- |

minion electicn is made up, but when the
day of votlng arrives large numbers of per-
sons whose names are upon the lizts are
refused this great and glorlous privilege of
voting which the ex-Minister of Finance is
never tired of eulogizing. Who, under elther
circumstances, would be more readily ac-
corded the vote than our Judges ? Wko are
more worthy of eulogles as to thelr inteili-
gence, their patriotism ard the other guall-
ties of which the hon. gentleman speaks,
than the judges in cur courts ? And yet,
for reasons that seem sufilctent to Parlia- |
ment, they are not ailowed te vote. And |
the same is trme of revising officers, and
returning officers, and eiectlon clerks, and a
large number of other persons. It may be
open to question, it may be debatable, whe- |
ther Paritament wase altogether wise in pre-
venting some of these persons from voting,
and that i3 a question that may well be de-
bated and seitled in Parllament.

The priociple of refusing persons tbe pri-
viiege of voting, either because they have
been bribed or because they hold positions
which semeed t¢c the Nova Scotia Parlia-
ment !ncompatible with the right of voting,
certainiy does not render the Act lable to
all those viclent charges which the ex-Min-
isier of Finance has made agalunst it ; con-
gegquently ihe supersiructure which he
built upon the assumed injustice of the Nova
Scotla Act falls to the ground. The legis-
iature of Nova Scotla, for ita cwn wise pur-
poses, may have thcught it improper that in
the local electlen certaln Domirlon officials
should have the right to vote. With that
we have nothing te do here. It is purely
an academ!c guestion, which can be best
settled upon the floor of the Nova Scetia
legisiature. But no one upon this side of the
House contends that we would be doing
right to preveni that class of voters from
voting for representstives to the Dominior
Parliament, and we have offered, and we
offer now, to make tkat point clear. I

i Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. member who
:has just taken his seat (Mr. Flint), under-
‘took to lead the House t¢ belleve that the
universal practise tn the province of Nova
. Scotla In carrying out the franchise law that
existed previous to the adoption of the
‘presem franchise law, was to use the same
lists for Domirion and local electlens. Now,
i Mr. Chalrman, I have had some exXperience
as a revigser and as a munlcipal councillor
tn connectlon with the county sessions that
had te do with the appolntment of the offi-
clals who were revising the lists under those
Acts. We revigsed the lists from the assess-
ment rolis, under the qusallfications staled in
ithe giatote. We made two separate and
dlstinet voters’ 1ists: one excepting the
names of the Dominion officlals who were
i not permitied to vote at local elections, and
ithe other for Domlinlon election purposes,
| containing the names of al! those who were
quealified under the statute, and not disquali
iﬁed by reascn ¢f holding office. These lists,
‘after belng taken frem the basis of the as-
'gsessment roll, were posied up, and notlce
;was given to anybody who was displeased
| with the voters’ 1ists, who wanted to add
2any nameg, or who wanied to object to any
‘names, atiended cn & certalp day fixed by
‘the revisers for the purpose of hbearing ap-
‘peals The two separate lists were then
i completed, after the revisers had given a
‘hearlpg in this way. Whenr the eleciions
were held, the list with the heading * List
of eclectors gqualified to vete at Dominion
elections,” was used at the Dominlon elec-
tlons, and the list of electors quaiified to
voie at elections for members to the provin-
cial Asgembiy was used for that purpese.
S¢ we had the two lisis. The counties, they
were countles before they were incorporated
into municipalities, paid for the expense of
making those two different klsts.. Now, my
bon. friend from Inverness (Mr. McLenpan)
told the Heuse that the revisers Iz his
county made oanly omne st and recelved
al! the names that were presemted to them,
in. additicn to those that were izken off the
assessment roll under the property qualifi-
caticns. He says they teok all the names
that were submitted, but were tnable to tell
whe should be struck off or who should be
put on, were tmable to say who held sn
loffice under the Dominlon Government or
who did not. Xow those revisers hsd to
make an affidavit, and for the imformation
of the commmitiee I wili read that affidavit:




