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o7 Turner, Joseph.
as appears by the revised list of electors of said
electoral @ivision of Emerson, now produced and
shown to me, and marked as Exhibit *© A

7. 1 at once made diligent inquiries as to these !
particular voters and as to their right to be
placed upon the said electoral list, but could find
no evidence that the said voters, or any of them,
ever resided within the electoral division of Ei-
erson. 1 then made application to the registra-
tion clerk to have these names struck oif the
said list of voters.

S. As to the description of residence of these in-
dividual voters. it was limited to tewnships, no
section or other particulars being given in the
list ax to where these parties, or any of them,
resided. I had summonses issued by the revising :
officer and placed them in the hands of respon-
sible parties, actual residents and familiar with
all other actual residents in the several town-!
ships quoterd in the lists, with instructions to
make «very endeavour tu serve these individuzl
volers,

9. At the vourt of revision the parties whom 1
hisl so instructed to serve said summonses, ap-
peared and stared that they could not iind any |
of the said voters to effect service of said orders:
and furiner stated that they couldl get no infor-

mativn that the said parties, or any of thein, re--
sided in the township set opposite their respec-
tive names in said list of voters., XNone of the
parties sought for attended the court of revision,
and. when application was made to strike their
names off the said list, the revising barrister, the
said W. . Perdue, ruled that he would not
sirike them off the list until it was shown they
Tasi been individually scerved with a summons to -
ottend the said court. and he allowed all the said .
pames to remain on the list as finally revised,
and the said names still remain on the said list
as bona fide electors of said divivion, although,
they are not now, and never have resided in said
electoral division.

10. Amougst the names struck off the said list
of electors was the name of Donald Forrester,
the registration clerk. As he residled and prac- .
tizxesl his profession as barrister in the city of
Winnipeg, application was 1made o strike his
name off. When challenged., he admitted his in--
eligibility, and the revising barrisier hasd. there- .
fore. no alternative Lut to strike his nawme off,
which was done.

And I make this solemn declaration conscienti-
ously believing it to be true. and knowing that
it is of the saine foree and effect as if inade under
oath and hy viriue of * The Canada Evidence'

Act. 1803.”
D. H. McFADDEN.

Declared bhefore me at the town of Emerson, in
the province of Manitoba, this first day of April, -
A.D. 1867,

W. W. GNSWORTH, ;
A Nontary Public in and for the prov. of Man.

Here is a registration clerk entrusted with
the econstriction of the lists, and he actually., |
withoit having a shadow of a claim to vote, |
pits his nane an the list with thirteen other:
name: manufactured, names of people who
hail never lived in the distriet and did not !
live there then: and when the gentleman:
who was to he defeated hy these manufac- |
tered votes asked to have them struck off.l

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

[COMMONS]

., tleman

and produced the men who had been in-
strucied to serve the summons to prove that
this could not be doue because no such per-
zons eaisted, the revising barrister refused
to strike off the names on tne ground that
these people had never been served. That
one fact shows the monstrous, the frightful
character of this law and the desperate
methods practised ander this Aecet. which
methods will be practised in the elections
for this House of Commons if this Bill De-
comes a law, as proposed by the Solicitor
General (Mr, Fitzpatrick). This same state-
ment thiat 1 have just read has been repeat-
ed in substanee by Mr, MeFadden on the
floor of the legislature of Manitoba. and
without any attempt, «n far as I am aware

ron the part of any person to contradiet

him. Mr. McFadden is reported as tol-

‘lows :—

Mr. MceFalden =ail the Conuservatives haid not
Leen very successful at the lasrt election.  Mr,
Greenway can well afford to make little of the
zentlemen of the Opposition. This Election Aet

+is all right. if they can got honest revising otii-
1 OTS,
ilist was copied day after day. and the cl'rk was

But they cannot get them. The Emerson

asked if it were complete, and he said. yes. After
the list was printed, however., a lot of names

;were put on, and Lecause he. the speaker, could
-not swear that he hal subpwenaed these names

abjectod to, and of courze he could not do that,
becuause they never existed, they were allowed to

remnain on the list,

There i= M. MeFadden's festimony.  Now,
Sir, it requires no argument to <how the

Cfrightful position we will be in if we adopt

the Manitoba law, The hon., geuilenan
knows that a very striking evidence of the

“charaeier of this Act is furnished by the

chariacter of the legislatare of Maniteha.
Why, Nir. T think thar in the whole of that
legislature thiere are only tive or seven Con-

CRPrVATIVes,

MARINE AND
I think it larger

The MINISTER OF
FISITERIES (Mr. Davies).

<than the proportion of Conservatives in this

House,

Sir CITARLES TUPPER. But I wanrt to

“draw my hen. friend’s attention vo this faet,

that when we ran the Dominion eleetions
we divided the province of Manitoba.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIHHERIES. You have fallen from grace

s since then.

Sir CHHARLES TUI'PER. The hon, gen-
kaows that, notwithstanding the
most desperate and stringent efforts in that

. province, where the ditficulties were natur-

ally and necessarily greater than in any
other portion of thix Iominion. we divided
the province in the Dominion elections ; and
yet out of the whole legislature there are
only five or sevea Censervatives returned in
the provincial elections. I think no hetter
evideuce could he given of the frandulent
character of tlis Act under which the lncal
clections are run. and the necessity of hav-



