
JULY 10, 1917 311fl

ton (Mîr. Niokle) caLnnot give me a direct
answer to tUhe q'uestion that I asked, it ie
probably not 'within the oompetenoe of any
member of fihis House to do so. 6o tihe
matter stands exactly as I iave sl>ated it,
and certainly we are no4t dealing fairly by
the people of Canada unless fSoan oui places
snd at this time we Tequdxe fren -the Gov-
erninent somo method of lilmitation or dir-
ection tJhat wilI mnake it poasible for -us to
say to the people of Canada: This is a
declstation of principlo wihich 'will be giv-
en offeet to under tihese ciroumstancos and
to thd.s exteut.

Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not know but that
a tribunal which fiagrantly and dishon-
estly violated its duty could not exempt
any person. I do not assume, howevor,
that oui> tribunals are going to be dishon-
est, negligent or unfaithful; I presume they
will be honest, diligent and faithful. As-
suming that, thon I know that in the ab-
plication of the Act the men can be secured
in Canada, and without ijury, I believe,
to the country. No 'judge of the land in-
terpreting the law is not able and coin-
petent within the sphere of his owi juris-
diction to remit the sentence of any crim-
inal and releaso him; he is, however, Hable
to appeal, and"so is this tribunal. Al
these appeals come before a final court,
and it is for that final court to interpret
this statute, just as it is for the final court
in the land to interpiet other statutes.
That is a- very brief statement of thç prin-
ciple ci ail enactmnents that are left in
their working out to judicial or somi-judi-
cial tribunals. I know of no other way of
effecting the end desired, but I should be
very glad of suggestions from tho hion.
membor for Edmonton (Mr. Oliver) as to
how he would work out selective drafts if
he had charge of tho-matter himself.

Mr. OLIVER: What I would say is this.,
I am net in favour of tho principle of
selective draft as it seoins to be under-
stood by the framers of this Bill. I cer-
tainly think that the principlo embodied
in the Militia Act, and which -bas recently
been, adopted by the United States, is a
very much more desirablo principle, be-
cause it ls based on fairneas, whilo the
principle here is based absolutely on un-
fairness, and we are loaving the adminis-
tration o! the Act entirely to the good-will
and honesty o! the fxibunals. Now that is
not our business. Oui business is te ses
that legislation passing through our hands
is aafeguardod so that it will be as little
dependent as possible on the good-will or

honesty of thoso charged with its admin-
istration. That is oui share of the rospon-
sibility, and I should be glad te assist in
discharging my share ef thje responsibillty.
If my hon. friend cannot bring down to
this House a systemn of selective draft'that
will guarantee f air play between man and
man, and between section and section of
this country, then he should. net bring
downi this measure at ahl. But as he pro-
poses this selective systein it is up to him
.and his colleagues td bring before the
House some measure that will guarantee
that fairness which it is oui responsibility
as members of this House to sece mbedied
in the provisions of , this or any other com-
pulsory service Bill.

-Mr. MEIGHEN: The Solicitor G eneral
(Mr. Meighen). in the innocence of hie
heart, believes he has a system here which
will bring about, se f ar s any human sys-
tem can, just what my hon. friend desioees,
namnely, a f air systom of selection. I may
ho right or I may 'be -wrong, but I have
asked in vain for a botter pystem from rny
hon. friand. Ho -bas îeferred very vaguely
to the United States eystem. Will he ex-:
plain to the Houso wherein the Unitled
States system, differs for the better from
this?

. Mr. OLIVER: I cannot. I ami not familiar
with the United States system, but I know
this: In tlhe Uilited. States systoin thore is
an. enumeration. of tho people. Thero is
aise a distribution of îesponsihility accord-
.ing to population, snd atter election hbas
been made there is a balhoting as between
those who have been selected. That is a
guarantoe ef fair play as betwoon state and
state, as between iman and man, and as be-
tween occupation and occupation. But
thero is no provision of that charaeter in
this Bill. I do not ask my hon. friend,
*when he brings in a Bill, to bring in such
a Bihl as was introduced in the United
States, but I ask when he is bringing in a
Bill based upon the soloctivo system, that
such a ineasuro be introduced as will guar-
antoe a f air selectien; that lsail La&k.

Mr. MRIGHEN: My hon. friend sta tes
that the United Statesr sy'temn differs from
ours in two particulars. Firet, there is an
allotment of a certiùii nuinber of mon from
each state. If my hon. friond is anxious
that 4that system ho introd-uced in-to Canada
.'would. ho bo. good onough to say so, and
-stato how ho would inake the allotment?
In the second place, ho thought that the
balloting added te the f airnese. Will ho


