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list, because the legislation of our province
bhas said we will omit from the list any per-
son found guilty of viclating the local elec-

tion law, but it does not go the iength of say-:

ing that those who have vioclated the electoral
law of the Dominion, which the province
has not enacted, ghall not be admitted to ex-
ercise the franchise. This is another anom-
aly which I think it is our duty to correct
by tke legisiation under distussion.

There is also a class of persens against
whom a disability has been provided by our
provineial law, and it is an extensive class.
I want to call the attention of the Solicitor
General to this matter. Section 14 of the
Provincial Act of 1897 provides that all
those who agree and contraet with the Gov-
ernment of Canada or the Government of the
province of Quebec, shall not be entitled to
vote and have no right to be placed on the
electoral list. There is a special provision .
further by which it is provided that those
names must be omitted from the electoral
lists by the officers in charge. All those em-
ployed during the election are prehibited, un-
der subsection 2 of section 14, from voting
during the local election, and they will be
prohibited from voting at federal elections.
Also those who have been found guilty of
offences against the electoral law. So, al-
though the sub-amendment, which I have
submitted, does not cover the cases of those
which have been found guilty of infractions
of the election Iaw, still the fact exists there
that if this law is passed without providing
against that anomaly, we shall have the'!
prospect of parties who have infringed the
provincial electoral law Dbeing prevented !
fromn voting at our own elections. whereas
those who have been found gulity of a
breach of our own privileges will be placéd
on the electoral lists., and, being on those
lists, will have the right to vote. 1 think
that at all events we should meet the views
expressed by the legislature of Quebec in |
1897 and not deny the right to vote to pro-
vinclal employees. My own idea, and 1 ex-
press it with all due deference, is that this
iaw will be found unworkable and before
very loung will have to be changed. The
right hon. Prime Minister wishes hon. mem-
bers on this side of the House to suggest
some expedient by which, while repealing
the Franchise Act of 1885, some different
provisions might be found from those which |
are submitted in this Bill. I think it would .
have been possible to frame a law by which
we would not have been dependent upon the

provinclal franchises entirely for the elec- !

tions of members of this House. I# must
not be forgotten that thelr revising barrister |
under the old Franchise Act was a very ex-
-pensive official, and it would be quite possi-
ble to reduce those expenses without making
such a drastic change as is proposed. For
instance, I can easlly Imagine that an official
entirely and all the time under the control
of this Government might proceed to prepare
an election list, which would be a Dominion
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list based on the provincial lists, and thereby
two-thirds or three-fourths of the original
. work would be taken off his shoulders, and
he might add to that basis or skeleten of a
list suck names as he might consider entitled
to be placed on a Dominlon list, and we
would in that manner provide a uniform
franchise throughout the Dominion. But
‘there Is, it seems to me, a difficulty that we
. shall always meet in connection with &
'scheme of this kind. The provincial legisla-
ture, when it comes to define a provineial
franchise, must always have before its eyes
the matters on which the legislature is called
to legislate, the subjects whicn are within
“the provincial sphere. ‘When the provincial
legislature prepares a Franchise Act it must
take as its guiding star, if I might use that
expression, section 92 of the Consolidated
Act, wherein are enumerated the classes of
matters which come within the jurisdiction
of the provinces ; whereas, when we come
‘to frame a Franchise Act for the Dominion
we must have before us such a class of sub-
“jects as are enumerated in section 91, and
we must see that all those members of the
community who are interested in the mat-
.within the power of the province under those
fixed in section 92, enumerated in section 91,
shall be amply represented here. I will give
an example. Education is a subject exciu-
sively relegated to the provinces, and it was
within the power of the province under those
eircumstances to give representation, as was
Zdone iv Engiand, to the teaching body, the
' University. But when we come to the sub-
Ject of coast and inland fisheries in section
91 of British North America Act of 1867,
F that is a matter relegated to the Do-
-minion Parliament exclusively, and it is our
- duty to see that all interested classes are re-
presented here. In consegquence of this divi-
sion of the sphere of action, of the powers
conferred we will always find the provincial
franchise defective to some extent, that it
~does net give the people of the Dominion
the representation to which the people are
‘entitled in view of the class of subjects over
~which we possess jurisdiction here. That is
cne of the rea:ons why before many years
- we shall be obilged to revert to the system,
“which I consider is the proper one, under
:which we control our own franchise, and
.that was the principle lald down by
‘our constitutional Act. I do not go the
length of saying, as my hon. friend
from Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) did,
that under the terms of section 41 of
the British North America Aet we eannot
[now revert to the provincial franchises, I
believe that is certainly the spirit of soction
41, and there is a gsod deal to be said in
defence of that pmposiﬁon of my hon. friend
{Mr. McDougall). But this much I do con-
tend : that it was intzn:ded by the framers
of our counstitution that as sioa as possible
after confederation, with a view of welding
the pecple together, with a view of making
one people of all those who inhabited Brit-




