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whlle with us the oppoSlte principle prevails, owu position wlth regard to the Franchise
that every power that s anot expressly stated Act of 1M.Flowever I may be allowed to
ln the constitution to belong to thxe local au- remnd the Fouse, and 1 do se ln ne t-
thorlty, belongs to the federal authority. So Ing spIrit, that wlen1Ifrst came luto thIs
there Is one reason why we ln Canada ChamerlI1 , 1 was bonoured by an in-
should go further in the direction ln main- vitatien te rove the Address ln reply te the
taining federal control over the franchise Speech from the Tbrone. At that time, al-
than they have gone ln the United States. Ithough there waS no mention of the Fran-
am,, therefore, surprised that the right hon. chise Act In the Speech from the Throne, 1
gentleman shouid have enunciated the con- departed from thiatter of that Speech and
stitutional doctrine, If It Is a constitutional1toek occasion to declare that 1 was In fav-
doctrine, that to the local authorities in this Our of the repeal et the Franchise Act as It
Deminon belongs the right to control the then eXiSted. But If the Liberal party is
franchise of the country. I am the mor held to fulif Its piedges torepeal the Fran-
surprised that having announced thls as the (9ii9eACIt dees fot follow, and I thInk the
pollcy of the Liberal party, he should then p menber for Lanbton wlll agree wltb
scek te tur.î backthie iands on the dii wnd nme iere, that ln repealirg toat Act itisne

te restriet the franchise by giving control of cessary te enact thls ene. The repeal of the
It over to the dieereut provInces. Now,, SirFAnchise Act oever, des nt necessariy
1 sympathise lieartfly wfth the vlews ex- irean the enatuent f such a pleoe eo legs-
pressed by the hon.. member fer Lamt ton lattin as this. awn Illlratc say that the
(Mr. Lister). 1believe the bon. member forSolicitor General was doue his est l a din-
Lanibton Is thorougbly sfncere la the vlewscuit situation l endeavurlge itrame this
whlch lie lias put forward. He bas Ued BIH, but arm tase hoe. tostate, atter a

tirnely attention to the fact that the lbera carefu study th s Act, tbat h dont be-
party of Canada pledged ltseif te thls -ouu-Ilevet ever came under the consideraton of
try for many long years that when they got al he hon. gentlemen representwg the dif-
Into power they wouid repeal the Fýmucihie ferent provinces lo the Government. Des
Act of 1M 5and amendlng Act&. Tbey pro- the MMlter of Rallways and Canais, for lu-
testeivigc>rous1y agaiustthie enaetment of stance,xtedl me that le consLidered this Bi
that Act, sud frein that Une down te the ahd helped t prame It geUs present shape ?

h.ist generai e1jcection they h91 iot ceasel j catel hlm that lbislow, ndprovin tsome
protest vlgorousiy agalnet what they ca sections ebItare Perfectly unworkable wtd
the reiqultiesof the Franchise Act et 1. f thnk lie knovs it. Wy, Te himself, when
Sir, ar here te admit thatit was paor F he was Attorney Gene sl of New Brunswilk
tieir duty, asud pralse them ter it, now te passed anActdevidng uch parsheof Dundas,
carry out tht pledge, that plak in their ltien caunty I wreprelent, al the eletrs
platfor ). I beay they are bound te carry It woichtad prevlousdy voted at s e poiL ad
euto; asd when an hon. gentlemn flung the whch forme i ne subdivisoun at locale tc-
charge aeross the 'Houe at me that I wad B lbe eut off asma l pat sothat parlh,
hoinge ut a threath fsaylng that thisbActaud made a separate subdvision, but he
would not pasdths Pariament, a tiat iade ne frther provision, sd when the
was fmplyng that another body wtuldhe goaletons fenlowed sen atter, ni sherif
throow Ieut, tbat was the furthest thIng ai dreturnlng officer did et know what toe
from my md and I cannot s .e how I could d-e The retrnng office r wired the l in.
have been sentrely misunderstoed. Wen gentleman te get his opinen as tewhat Bi
I made that statementd was Interrupted n should do luhe premissap t sud hmayBay
an hu. gentlemanfronm the oter sdeaeth Ithcat te hmon. gentleman had no opinen toe
oesuse whoatskedhme:-Wle wll it b e- givei ol t that tme sud could netel
feated ?anud replledt:h nhis Caber. hi hwknt to do. There was nmelafwyer l
Thereore, wheu te ho . gentleman tw p ofthe cutry that could tell fhm wBat te do,
me ltheir dutanI prta thm fBr i owuld to because the law dividng the arish had
thrownu t ln someether Chamber, ie en- inhade nt provieon alowing the returning
tiMcy misunderztx>d me. fl de net believe oficer tc make a separate list for each sub-
l that polly, with regard tecthisBirr. 1amdivision ad letiusly completely ln the dark.
not here t say what hedutyfetany bntch With fmate ostance befdreus, cannot le-
et thie Parliament H eay be lne d tethis tieve, theretoref that pheasihnisterofRail-
or any othear BIH. belleve that teac brani cytsad Caase, the fermer vttorney Geu-

o this Pariament is frtetdo as Ith I;e ead etoNew Brunswsk elped te rwme a
with regard te any piewe of legisiation.]But Bill eethis kfldlo which It is provded
t aro to otay that sInce the Lberalart that the subdivIsions for hie oca electient
of Canada put nei plank In their platform sall be taken for the DomInien elections,
that they would repealdohe.Franchie Act and the rlteIllts for those subdivisions

hf 1e e thinkItl isther duty todoo When genllie ued for Dominion eetion. Let
nh. gnthat rpec they tepreent theme tellhe soletlr Gemeal that inothe

Thieeof e people o thisecurttry-thfratycparioulofDuIdasad tl hie part t of Wel-
admit that. Whyt, hhr, It would le w etran e , law dividingc touhty, there arepfrish hadMt
If I daneot ite utmay ont beter Wth votes la ech of these parluh and aeoftge thiPa liete may be tn rea to thisleve, terefoe, tha e inisftye ofal
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