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PUBLIC OPINION DEMANDS
NEW ELECTION LAW

Sir Wilfrid Laurier Delivers Notable Speech on
Aylesworth Amendment Act--Conclusive
Arguments Are Ably Presented.

Ottawa, May 13.—The prime minister
ﬁbns rarely been in as fine fighting form
as he was yesterday afternoon when
je made his notable speech on the
Flections Amendment Act. Seldom has
ke been ag clear in his argument, as
stonvincing in his conclusions and as
‘forceful in manner. One could not re-
frain from remarking the fairness with
which he handled his subject, and his
infailing courtesy to his opponents. He
said in part:

Mr. Speaker, my hon, friend (Mr. R.
L. Borden) opposite, in the closing sen-
“tences of the address with which he
“opened the opposition’s side of this de-
bate, appealed to me personally against
the provisions of the bill now before
the House which relate to the prepara-
tion of lists in the provinces of Mani-
toba and British Columbia and the un-
organized districts of Quebec and On-
tario. He|appealed to me, as I under-
stood him; in the name of fairness, of
natural justice, of broad equity against
the bill which he characterized as an
intensely partisan measure,

_ 8ir, -to such an appeal it would be, I
consider, my duty under all the circum-
stances to give .a respectful hearing,
but I must say at once to my hon.
friend that I hold myself entirely re-
sponsible for the bill which is now be-
fore the House. We introduced it for
what we considered to be good and suf-
ficlent reasons, and I rise at this mo-

ment to endeavor to show to the House

and to my hon. friend what these rea-
sons were; perhaps before I conclude
I may also appeal to my hon. friend, 1in
the name of fairness. in the name of
natural justice and broad equity,
against certain intensely partisan laws.
I do not pretend, Mr. Speaker, that I
am better than my fellow men, -but 1
do not believe that I am worse. I am
a plain man and deal with a plain ques-
tion in a plain way. I have no hesita-
tion in sying that'l am a partisan, but,
in all fairness to myself, I do not be-
lieve that I would willingly. and con-
scientiously strike below the belt in
order to take an unfair advantage of
an opponent; yet, I repeat, I am a par-
tisan, and I hayve sufficient experienoce
of political life in this country to.know
that very often the judgment -of apar-
tisan may be blinded and warped. I
understand fully, I think, the motive of
the opposition which thas come:to this
bill from gentlemen on the other side
of the House, .and especially from the
members from the province of Mani-
toba. They dread the effect of the law
on their own province if it is to be ad-
ministered not by officers appointed by
themselves, but by officers appointed by
this government. If this bill were to
become law, let me say to my hon
friends on the other side of the Hobuse,
ves, let me appeal at once to their sense
of fairness, justice and equity, that
there are men on this gide of the House
who dread the effect of that law if it is
{0 continue to be administered, as it
has been, by officers appointed by their
opponents as will be the case if this pill
or some other bill s no® passed by this
House. Those who oppose this bill in
this House at this moment dread it in
anticipation; those who support it
dread the effect of the existing law of
Manitoba not in anticipation, but from
past experience, and if we are to ap-
proach this question without any equiv-
ocation, but in justice between man and
man, it reduces itself to this that you
gentlemen on the other side of the
House do not want to go before the
country on electoral lists prepared by
your opponents and we on this side of
the House do not care to go to the
country on electoral lists prepared by
our opponents. Sir, this seems to me
to be the true question, to be the true
position and the problem which is now
before us. The principle which shall
regulate and determine the franchise,
whether it shall be controlled by Do-
minion authorities or by provincial au-
thorities, is a question upon which there
has always been a deep line of cleav-
age between the two parties in Canada.
We on this\side of thé House, the Lib-
era] party, have always maintained
that unless there be strong reason to
the contrary the Msts should be prepar-
ed by the provincial authorities, where-
as gentlemen on the other side of the
House have held the ungualified opin-
ion that under all circumstances the
lists should be prepared by the parlia-
ment to which the members of this
House have to be elécted. The opinions
held respectively by the two parties
have been more than once set before this
House by motions, which speak for each
party. In 1885, when the franchise bill
was introduced, I was entrusted by my
hon. friends with the-duty of moving
the first amendment, setting forth the
principle under which we thought the
franchise ought to be regulated and ad-
ministered. I moved this motion, which
was a party motion, and which spoke
our mind upon this subject:

“In the opinion of this House it is
preferable to .continue the plan which
has been atiqpted ever since conggdera-
tion of utilizing for the ¢leetions to this
House the provincial franchise and vot-
ers’ lists.”

Many similar motions have. been
rassed from time to time, but this onc
broperly and very accurately, I think,
describes the position we then took and
maintained ever since. When the re-
peal of the franchise bill came up for

i "“Cu&&lon in 1898, a gentleman then a
member sitting on the opposite side,
Mr. Powell of Westmoreland, moved
this amendment:

“That this House, while desirous of
reducing the expense of the preparation
of the lists, so far as may be practica-
ble, considers that no system of fran-
Chise will be. satisfactory which does
not preserve federal control over both
the basig of the suffrages and the vot-
ers’ lists.”

There, sir, you see, in concrete form,
the respective opinions held by the two
barties on this important question.

Throughout this debate the members of
the opposition have piled quotation up-
on quotation in order to prove and
maintain, at least to their satisfaction,
that in introducing this bill, which in
certain provinces and under certain
conditions provides that the: franchise
shall be regulated by this House, that
we are.in doing. this. inconsistent, thau
we are going back upon our record and
departing from the policy we have al-
ways maintained. Thig criticism in
view of the attitude which has ‘been
taken by those who make . it at this
moment, seems to me, if I may say so
without offence, singularly inane. I
could understand this criticism, if gen-
tlemen themselves were to maintain the
policy which they have always main-
tained. Their policy was and always
has been that this House should keep
the control over the franchise and over
the lists, an@ when this bill was pre-
sented, taking the control not over the
franchise, but partially over certain
lists, I cannot understand that these
gentlemen™ can utter the reproach of
inconsistency. If we are inconsistent
what are they themselves?  If we: are
departing from our prineiples what are
they doing? They have always main-
tained that this House should keep con-
trol over its lists; if we were to say
that we were going to adopt that prin-
ciple, I could understand their criticism,
but instead of that, their whole claim

‘at this moment is that we are inconsist-

ent.

,Sir, is. it not A fact that in 1885 the

Conservative party crammed down our
throats a system whereby the lists were
taken from independent officers and
placed in the hands-of officers appointed
by themselves, and, therefore, accord-
ing to the ethics that now prevail, par-
tisans? ' Yet, sir, in 1885, -though .we
fought that measure as emectwely as
vigorously as I think a measure ever
was fought, we never thought of .re-
sorting to disorganization -of the public
service, and if in such questions there
be a_ reason to refuse supply, we ‘had
then ten. times more.reason than.there
is at this moment, because in that case
the measore which.as introduced was
to take the preparation of the list from
municipal officers and -to place ‘it in
‘the hands of men appointed by the gov-
grnment. of the day. ST L St P

Now, sir, passing to another view, .

n‘ot far however, removed from <this
one, may I be permitted -to say that
personally I think my varity is some-
what flattered by the course which the
debate has taken. . My vanity is some-
what flattered because the debate has
shown that my poor utterances, deliv-
ered from time to time in this House,
have been diligently scanned and scru-
tinized by hon. members on the other
side of the House. My hon, friend the
leader of the opposition (Mr. R. ‘L.
Borden) and my hon. friend from
Prince Edward (Mr. Alcorn) have given
evidence by their utterances that they
have consumed some of the midnight
oil in perusing what I may have said
on this question from time to time in
order to obtain an expression: of opin-
ion in favor of the view . which.they
support at this mbment. And in the
accomplishment of this task, they have
I submit with all humility, but with
sincerity, shown more ingenuity than
disingenuousness. Everybody knows
how misleading it is to take a sentence
from a speech or from a writing of any
kind without and reference to what
precedes or follows, and how the man
who is quoted may be thereby made to
say the very reverse of what‘he meant.
To give an example, a single example,
upon this question, I will recall the
speech of my hon. friend the leader of
the oppogsition in which he made this
quotation from a spBech of mine de-
livered in 1898. In 1898 I spoke as fol-
lows:

“But I would not have hesitated to
accept the franchise provided by a Con-
servative legislature in Quebec, be-
cause, though there were many things
in that franchise,  on the whole, to
which I would have objected, still as
it satisfied the province it would have
satisfied me. It is in the same way as
regards other provihces. It is possible
that the control of the several pro-
vinces may pass into the hands of the
Conservative party; still on a question
of this kind I am quite disposed for my
part, to accept the franchise prepared
by the legislature, whethggrLiberal or
Conservative.” \

There the quotation -ended. The
same " quotation was made the same
night by the hon. member for Prince
Edward and there also the quotation
ended. Now, sir, if my hon. friend the
feader of the opposition had- read a
little farther he would have found that
that sentence was qualified ‘in view of
the present debate. By this quotation
the effect is attempted to be produced
in the House and to be produced in the
country, where thousands of copies of
the speech of my hon. friend are sent
broadcast, that I affirmed that under
all circumstances, without any excep-

“fion, the. provincial lists ought to be

adopted But, if my hon. friend and if
the hon. member for Prince Edward
had read the sentence immediately fol-
lowing, the House would have heard
this:

“But if the day comes when a fraud
is committed against this parliament,
when legislation of a hostile character
is brought forward in the legislatures,
then it will be always open for this
parliament to resume its own powers,
and to enact a franchise law of its
own.”

My hon. friend the leader of the op-
position and my- hon. friend from
Prince Edward also quoted exten-
sively ‘from the. opinions delivered in
that debate by the then solicitor-gen-
eral, Mr. Fitzpatrick, but as far as I
know and as far as I have been able
to find in their speeches, I do not see
this quotation, I do not see this expres-
sion of the solicitor-general.

“The principle of the whole act, » said
Mr. Fitzpatrick on that occasion, *“is

tHat we intend to adopt the provincial
franchises as the basis of the franchise
for the Dominion. That is our inten-
tion. It js idle for my hon. friend to
assume, or to suppose that we assume,
that the provincial franchises existing
to-day will continue for all time. I
cannot follow the argument of hon.
gentlemen on the other side who say
that we disposses ourselves of control
over our franchise. We-do not do any-
thing of the sort; we simply adopt for
the present the franchise “of the pro-
vinces. But if at any time the pro-
vinces should do anything that we con-
sider detrimental to the interests of the
Dominion, we are entirely free, we do
not tie our hands for all time, to make
any change that we think proper. We
do not dispossess ourselves of our con-
trol over the franchise.”

Mr, Foster: What page is that?

Sir. Wilfrid Laurfer: That is on
3952.and the preceding quotation is at
page 4015. And yet,. it is difficult to be-
lieve that my hon, friend from Prince
Edward and my hon. friend the leader
of the opposition did not read these
quotations, or did not see them. If
they tell us that they did not see them
it will be a sad comment upon their
diligence, and if they tell us that they
saw them it will be a sad comment up-
on their fairness. Neither did I see any
quotation of an expression in the line
which I have just stated and which was
delivered upon that occasion in the de-
bate, An hon. member of the House,
in that same debate, spoke as follows:

“My hon. friend (Mr. Fitzpatrick)
will suggest to me, I suppose, that if
the provincial legislatures alter their
enactments from time to time we have
thé power to correct those engctments
so far as they are applicable to elec-
tions to this parliament; and I concede
that at once to be the case; but whut
does that amount to? It means simply
that we have to keep watch over .the
principal legislatures and check their
enactments from time. to time. That
simply brings us back to the principle
that we ought to deal with this matter
ourselves. But even if we do adopt the
provineial law I wotild suggest that we
should not g6 beyond saying that the
provincial enactments, as they exist at
present, and the basis on which the
voters' lists are now made up in the
different provinces, shall be the basis
on. which we shall proceed in the fu-
ture. I do not see why we should

what ‘any provincial legislature may
pass in the future.”

*Who was that member of the House?
He was then a :member of the House
and is still'a member 6f'the House who
spoke in that way. That langudge was
spoken by my hon, friend who was then
the senior member for Halifax and who
is now the leader of the opposition. I
congratulate my 'hon. friend upon the

vocated- then. I do not find any fault
with him for having so spoken. His
views were sound; T wish I could say
the ' same ‘to-day. - He ‘‘recognized a
principle which had been affirmed by

o Fitzpatriék -and -Which ' had been

side of the House. 'We held to the opin-

should be left in the hands of the pro-
vincial authorities; still, we had, in the
language of my hon. ‘friend the leader
of the opposition, to keep watch over
the provinces and if we found that con-
ditionsarose which would not be fair to
this House then it would be our duty
to resume our powers and to have the
lists prepared by ourselves. Now, hay-
ing laid down what appears to be the
pringiples which should guide us in any
emergency that might occur,. I have to
say that, at this’ moment, in my hum-
ble opinion, a condition of things has
arisen in the province of Manitoba
which calls, and imperatively calls, for
legislation by this House,
" I place myself in the judgment of the
House, nay, I place myself in the judg-
ment of those gentlemen on the other
side who have spoken ‘in this debate
when I assert — in view of the facts
which it shall be my duty to place be-
fore the House—that we would be re-
creant to the duty we owe to ourselves
and to the: people of ' this country if
we did not face the situation and pass
the legislation which the condition of
things now existing in Manitoba im-
peratively demands. There are, if I
mistake ‘not, forty or forty-two local
constituencies in the province of Mani-
toba and the lists are prepared, not as
in the east of each municipality in the
constituency, but for the whole con-
_stituency. There are, therefore, lists
for forty or forty-two local constitu-
encies and there are only ten Dominion
constituencies, and, therefore, when an
election takes place for this-House it
becomes imperative to condense these
forty-two lists into ten. That is a seri-
ous work; it is a work which involves
a good deal of consideration but it is
a work that has to be done. The ques-
tion is: who should do it? It has been
observed by some members on the other
side that there are not only in the
province of Manitoba, but in other pro-
vinces, local constituencies .the boun-
daries of which overlap the constituen-
cies for the House of Commons. That
is true, but it has never presented'a
serious difficulty elsewhere because in
Quebec and Ontario and also I believe
in some of the other provinces, the
lists are prepared for each municipality
and in many instances for each polling
division and under such circumstances
there is no difficulty in adjusting the
local lists to the féderal constituencies.
But in the case of Manitoba, under the
conditions which prevail there, when the
boundaries of the federal and the pro-
vincial constituencies overlap the task
of separating the voters’ lists becomes
one of serious difficulty. We thought
we had provided for this in the Act of
1904 when we provided that this duty
should be cast upon the returning offi-
cers. Section 25, revised statutes of
Canada, says: &

“Where any provincial polling divis-
ion, as constituted at the time of the
receipt by the returning officer of the
writ for an election, lies only partly
within the electoral district for which
such election is to be held, the part
thereof within such electoral aistrict
shall, for the purpose of that election
tform a separate polling -division, or it
may be attached by the returning offi-
cer to-.an adjoining polling division;
and the returning officer shall, as soon
as possible after the receipt of the writ,
prepare from the existing voters’ list
a separate voters’ list containing the
names of the persons entitled to have
their names placed on the list for such
part of such polling division.”

The duty thus entrusted to returning
officers proved to be of exceptional

magnitude. in Manitoba, and if\I may

pledge ourselves now to the wisdom of.

‘soundness of the principle which he ad-

aﬂirmed by myself and ‘Accépted by this |

ion ‘that thé preparation of the lists|

use the expression, some of the return-
ing officers shirked the duty and called
upon extranzuus aid to help and assist
them in performing the duties. Some
of them called upon Mr. Leach, who
was Liberal organizer for that province.
Now, I am free to say that it was cer-
tainly injudicious, most injudicious on
the part of these returning officers to
call for the services of the Liberal or-
ganizer of the province because suspi-
cion would arise at once that the work
would be done unfairly. I say it was
in, 1licious but I do not say it was at
all criminal. There was nothing wrong
in calling on the services of Mr. Leach
if the work wags properly, fairly, hon-
estly, and accurately done.. If on the
other hand the work was not fairly, ac-
curately, or honestly done-it mattered
not who was called upon, the crime
would be there. Now, some gentlemen
on the other side of the House have
taken the position; and they have ever
maintained it in this debate, that the
returning officers and Mr. Leach in thus
adjusting -the local lists to the boun-
daries of the federal constituencies act-
ed in a dishonest manner and: disfran-
chised hundred§, nay, thousands of the
electors. In fact, in order to character-
ize their indignation at thig allegation
of dishonest work on the part of the
returning officers and Mr, Leach they
have coinéd a new expression and de-
scribed it as the thin red line. It is
not altogetler a new expression, but
these gentlemen have . given 'a new
sense to an old expression, because “the
thin 'red -line'- Yor the lasttwo centur-
ies has described the formation of the
British army- going into battle. Se, in
this late day we have two meanings
for the expression: The thin red line.
Before: I proceed further let me say
that with regard to this phase of the
questijon by my hen, friend from Mar-
quette (Mr. Roche) was very emphatic,
very, pronounced and very precise. - The
hon.  gentleman made . @ very able
speeech-in this debate; for which- I give
him full credit, but able as it was it
was even more . ingenious than able.
In this- connection, however, the hon.
gentleman made a statement which I
think is not to his credit because I be-
lieve it is altogether unfounded. After
baving stated-that the lists:had been
confided by the returning officer to Mr.
Leach, the hon. gentleman said (Han-
sard 8299)

“When these lists were: returned to
the returning officer it was found that
scores and hundreds of mames were
scored out by means of the. thin red

line, not, as I say, confined:te border,
constituencies, byt two-thifds of-them
were polling divisions wkthm ‘the limits:

of the local -constitunencies:: We are
told that it was a.necessity: to do-this.
Every Liberal on that side ofithe Hoeuse
hag tried to leave the imprdssion upon
this House and the country thét the in-
terference took plage in connection with
polling subdivisions in the _.interior of
these local subdivisions. [Their--whole

argument was to leave the;impression’

that only because .of qyvexrlgpping was
there any .necessity for.the ,thin zed

line, and-that the thin:red: line was

operated only. in  those panticular ‘in-
stances. I challenge anybody fo provae

that it took place enly in ithose border |

constituencies. In my own:constituency
there was very little overlapping; just
a alh portion of three municipalities,
ong of ahich is in the unorganized dis-
trict. And stil] there was 1,900, names
through which  the red line: operated.
I am not going to say that these 1,900
names . ‘were- absolutely. . disfranchised:
It. was impossible for-me toitell. ‘We
did not have an investigation .in ‘the
constituency of Marquette;, @nd: why?
I knew the returning officer was an
honorable man, he was -.a; personal
friend of my own, and-he himself could
not stoop to anything of this character.
‘Where hererred was in transferring, by
the direction of semebody; the wvoters’
lists for the constituency to the Liberal
organizer. The latter did the work, he
did the disfranchising.”

Now, I call the attention, of my hon
friend to these words;

“The latter did the work he did the
disfranchising.”

Here. and -now 1 take comp}ete and
absolute issue with the ‘statement of
my hon, friend: I deny altogether that
he has any proof against Mr, Leach
that Mr. Leach disfranchised anybody.

Some Hon, Members: Oh,

Sir Wilfrid Laurier: - Well . sir, here
and now is the time for both sides to
discuss this matter and discuss it we
shall. I do not say that Mr. Leach may
not have been guilty -of .some error.
That is quite possible. But to say that
Mr. Leach or the returning officers de-
liberately, wilfully disfracnhised “hun-
dreds, nay thousands, of eleetors there
is no evidence of such .a charge; and,
sir, the proof which I have to give of
the assertion I now make is that when-
ever and wherever those who made this
charge against Mr. Leach 'and against
the returning officers were called upon
to give their evidence, they failed abso-
lutely to do so. There was a commit-
tee of this House appoifited two years
ago to inquire into these matters. On
that occasion this House adopfed this
motion: :

“That a select committeé be appoint-
ed to inquire into the operation of the
Act relating to the election of members
of this House, and into the practice and
procedure in connection with election
petitions, and to consider what changes

are desirable therein, with power to |

send for persons, papers and records,
to examine witnesses under oath, and
to report from time to time.”

The members of this committee were:
Mr. Aylesworth, Mr. Fitzpatrick, Mr.
Greenway, Mr. Stockton, Mr, Ingram,
Mr. Macdonald, of Pictou, and Mr.
Barker. This committee had power to
send for persons and papers. They
sent for persons to investigate what?
To investigate the alleged frauds which
were said to have taken place in Mani-
toba. They gsent for whom? They sent
for Mr. Knott, the counsel who had
been charged with the prosecution of
Mr. Leach and the returning officers.
They sent for papers—what papers?
The papers in connection with the elec-
toral lists in Manitoba.* In this com-
mittee there were some friends of ours
who sit on the other side of the House.
There was Mr. Ingram, Who is no more
i this: House, who was a very fair
man, but a strong partisan and a good
fighter. I say: to his credit that no
fairer man, in my estimation, ever sat
in this House than Mr. fngram. There
was Dr. Stocktdn, a most honorable
man, as everybody knows, and whose
loss we certainly deplore. There was
my hon. friend from Hamilton—if I
may give his name, Mr. Barker, a very
fair man and a good fighter, and I think
not a man to neglect any advantage

that might come to his party. The
Conservative members of that com-
mittee went into that fight to.unearth
tomething; and, judging by the eager-
ness that has been displayed by gentle-
men on the other side of the House—I
will not say to invent a scandal, but to
find a scandal. I do not think if there
had been a scandal there, they would
have neglected such a splendid oppor-
tunity. I do not think my hon. friend
from Hamilton would have neglected ta
show how guilty these Grits could be,
and what dishonest acts they could per-
form. But, sir, there is more than this,
much more—the government of Mani-
toba prosecuted these men. It indicted
three returning officers; it indicted Mr.
Leach; it went into the business very
eagerly. But time went on, and on,
and on; and as time went on, the cour-
age of those who had beén so eager to
expose villainy seems to have gone
down &nd down, and down until at last
it oozed out of thé soles of their boots.
The accuser had to press for a trial
1t was not the accuser who pressed the
indictment to a close; it was the ac-
cused who at last peremptorily asked
that they should be tried; and when
the time eame for the tfial, what took
place? This is what took place: the
prosecutor, _the attorney-general of
Manitoba, declined to prosecute. Now,
what reason could there be why the
attorney-general of Manitoba should
decline to presecute such a damnable
action ag the disfranchising of hun-
dreds and thousands of men? I will
give the reason, as sPated by my hon.
friend from Marqqiatte (Mr. W. J.
Roche); and certainly, in my humble
judgment, no one is more competent to
give the reason because my hon. friend
has taken a deep interest-in this mat-
ter. This is how he spoke, and his
language will be found at page 8313 of
Hansard:

“Now, I am asked by hon. member
for Pictou, ‘Why were these cases
dropped?” What have we reuad in the
Liberal press ever since this question
arose in 1904? Persecution! Persecu-
tion on the part of the provincial gov-
ernment of Manitoba against these poor
officials who had done nothing wrong.
‘So it has been stated, but I do not think
they will state it again. We were told
that these officials were being persecut-
ed. They were taken from court to
court until they were brought to the
‘court of appeal. And there it was de-
cided that they were wrong, that they
had no right to make these new polling
subdivisions, and no right to treat the
lists as they did. What was the use of
going on when there was a decision of
that kind, in the face of which such ac-
tions cannot be repeated? Had we gone
on, the charge of ‘persecution’ would
have been hurled still more viciously
against the Conservatives, But anoth-
er reason why these cases were dropped
was that the Dominion governmetit Had
turned this into a political question by
sending Mr. E. L. Howard to represent
the party in these cases. Would it be
possible- to ‘get a jury that would not
be a political jury with the Dominion
government defending the accusqg? I
think this is 4 stfficient. answer teé’the
hon. member for Pictou. Had the cases
gone on we should have heard much
more from the Liberal representatives
and the Liberal press the accusation
that we Were persecuting these return-
ing officers.”

This is all the excuse that was given
for not going on with this prosecution.
Let me call once more to the attention
of the House this salient reason which
was given by my hon, friend from Mar-
guette for not prosecuting:

“They were taken from court to court
until they were brought to the court of
appeal. And there it was decided that
they were wrong, that they had no right
to make these new polling subdivisions,
and no right to treat the lists as they
did. What was the use of going on
when there was a decision of that kind,
in the face of which such actions can-
not be repeated?”

So, sir, if these men were not prose-
cuted, it was simply because of the
magnanimity of the Conservative party.
These men were told not to sin again.
‘What?-—-the men who had been guilty
of disfranchising thousands of electors?
But, sir, that is not the charge against
these men now. It is not pretended by
my hon. friend from Marugette that
these returning officers acted dishonest-
ly; but still, though they were simply
innocent victims, they were brought to
the bar of a criminal court, and had
to defend themselves. But what about
Leach? Is it also through magnanim-
ity that Leach has not been prosecuted?
My hon. friend said there was no use
of having a prosecution, you could not
get a verdiet before a jury. It would
have been difficult, I admit, to have got
a verdict before a jury if the charge
had been reduced to the statement that
the rturning officers had acted dishon-
estly in any proper conception of the
law. But are we to be told that there
is a jury in the province of Manitoba
who would acquit any man who was
guilty ' of stealing the franchise from
hig fellow men? I do not believe that.
I am sure that the plea that it would
have been useless to go before a jury
because the Dominion government had
retained the services of Mr. Howard to
defend the accused, does not apply to
Mr. Leach. Did the Dominion govern-
ment secure the services of anybody to
defend Mr. Leach? Did the Dominion
government secure the services of Mr.
Howard to defend its own officers—the
returning officers who, according to the
expression of my hon. friend, had acted
unwisely, 'but not criminally? But if
no charge was made against Mr. Leach
I conclude it was because none could
be made. If Mr. Leach had been guilty
of having disfranchised thousands. of
electors, it would have been the duty of
every citizen of Manitoba to bring a
charge against him in order to punish
him for such practices and prevent
them in the future. It would have heen
the duty of the government of Mani-
toba and of the Conservative party,
and, I may add, it wolud have_ been
their pleasure. If; therefore, Mr, Leach
was not brought to trial, if theattorney
general of Manitoba filed against him a
nolle prosequi, if the attorney-general
said he would not proceed against him,
the only conclusion we can draw is that
Mr. Leach was absglutely innocent of
the infamous accusation brought
against him.

In the face of such a condition of
things, it is at least unfair, ‘and if it
were not for my hon. friend from Mar-
quette, I would say unmanly to try to
fasten such epithets on Mr. Leach as
are heaped daily upon his head, when
those who accuse him had not the cour-
age to make good their accusations.
But even though this is the case, Mr.
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“him.

Leach is' daily: assailed.-and=even in
this House every day his name is held
up to_obliquy. And when, some time
ago, he was appointed by. this govern-
ment to superintend the-distribution of
grain, my hon. friend from North To-
ronto (Mr. Foster) said that if he had
known that -Mr., Leach was to he ap-
pointed to such a duty, he would have’
Lesitated before voting the money for
the seed grain,

Mr. Faster: Does my right hon.
friend approve 'of what Mr. Leach did?

Sir Wilfrid Laurier: When I am
shown that Mr. Leach did anything
wrong, I shall not approve it; but up
to this time this has not beeén shown.
Hon. gentlemen opposite cannot escape
by this tangent. Assertions have been
made against Mr. Leach; but when Mr.
Leach asked for the proof and when the
opportunity was given to make the
proof; neither my hon. friend mnor any
of his friends brought proof against
The condition which prevails in
Manitoba with regard to the adjust-
ment of the lists in the constituencies is
very serious. We thought the work

+ could be done by the returning officers

but, as my hon. friend the minister of
justice said the other day, no one will
undertake to-day the duties of return-
ing officer. The task is such that the
returning officer would have to submit
to the same risks which he took in
1904. Unless we have a change in the
law, the returning officer will- be in
the same peril in which he was in 1904.
Suppose we should have an election to-
morrow, the lists go to the returning
officers as they are, withput having
been adjusted to the federal constitu-
encies, and the réturning officer would
have the work thrust upon him of do-
ing this, and he would have the same
peril.

Mr. Foster: Would my right hon.
friend make it clear what his concep-
tion of the duties of a returning officer
182

Sir Wilfrid Laurier: I shall try to
make it clear to my hon. friend. The
constituencies are forty-two in num-
ber and there are forty-two lists. When
a returning officer receives the lists,
say of Lisgar or Selkirk, he will re-
ceive the lists, not of the constituency
of Lisgar or Selkirk, but of all the parts
of the local constituencies which are
included in Lisgar and Selkirk for the
Dominion elections. . The boundaries of
these constituencies—

Mr. Foster: Dominion
cies?

Sir Wilfrid Laurier: Yes, the boun-
daries of the Dominion constituerncies
will include parts of local constituen-
cies. - One part of a local] constituency
will go into one Dominion constituency
and another part into another. There-
fore, the lists must be adjusted. There
Tust be a red or a black line passed
through the names which are not in
the “constituency for Dominion pur-
poses. Soldebeody ‘must ‘do that work
of adjustiAg’the Tobal™lists'ts the Do-
minion constituenciés by erasing the
rames which are not in the federal con-
stituency and adding others which
cught to beé in the lists.

qtghentrqsted td the returnirig officers

by the act of 1904 and which they must
‘perfotm agafh when 'wé have another
Dominion election.

Mr. Foster: That is, so far as I fol-
Iow my right, hon. fnend, thig rear-
rangement, has.to.be. dane.in the.case
of polling divisions which are divided
by the boundaries of Dominion con-
stituencies. %

Sir Wilfrid Laurier: ¥®Exactly. We
are agreed upon that. Who then shall
do this duty? We did entrust it to the
returning officer but we would not. do
so now. On this point, for my part,
after. having conferred with my hon.
friend the minister of justice and my
colleagues, we are ready to accept the
suggestion mAde by my hon. friend
from Marquette (Mr. Roche) in his
speech 'the other day. My hon. friend
quoted the law passed by the legisla-
ture of Manitoba subsequently to the
last election and then went on in this
way:

“I tell the prime minister that there
would not have been the slightest ob-
jection to the manner in which the last
elections in Manitoba were conducted
had the law been observed. I tell the
prime minister candidly that if he
wants to prevent the disfranchisement
of electors by means of transferring
where there is overlapping, the only
thing he has to do is to adopt the pro-
visidn of the provincial act and employ
a county court judge to do that divid-
ing. That will get over every complaint
that has been made and it will obviate
the nbcessity of the thin red line. Let
the county court judge do the transfer-
ring where there is overlapping, let him
appoint eath one of these separated
places as a separate polling division as
the provincial act enacts, let him do
the dividing of the lists and there will
not be a single complaint from Grit or
Tory in the province of Manitoba.”

The act to which the hon, gentleman
refers says:

“In the event.of territory comprised
within or partly comprised withim an
electoral division being changed and in-
eluded in another electoral division, or
cther electoral divisions, whether newly
created or not, a judge of one of the
county courts divisions of the province
to be nominated and appointed by the
lieutenant-governor in council,’ shall
subdivide” the names appearing on the
list of electors, as so finally revised,
according to the altered boundaries or
limits, and make .a complete list of
electors for the electoral divisions af-
fected, as aforesaid, and appropriately,
divide the names of electorg and allot
the territory between suitable polling
subdivisions as shall, in. the opinion of
such judge, be just and equitable.”

I must say that the provision) of this
act of the legislature  of Manitoba
seems to be fair. We are disposed to
accept it. But we cannot do this ex-
cept by.legislation, and legislation of
this parliament. And I say-to my hon.
friend (Mr. W. J. Roche) -that, if this
would be agreeable to friend and Tory
alike, for.my part I.am guite.willing to
take this .ineans. of giving: satisfaction
to friend and Tory alike. But my hon.
friend should have had some consis-
tency in his speech. After making this
offer, he has moved:an amendment
which practically defeats the object he
has-in-mind,

Now, ..sir,

constituen-

my. hon, -friends will tell.

{ me that they do not want this legisla-

tion. They are absolutely opposed to it
because.the-legislation whiek - we bring
forward would - nlace the-preparation
of the lists, in so far as the province
of Manitoba is concerned, in the hands
of officers appointed by this govern-
ment. That is their objection. Let us’

This was the.
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which we can all appeal to and which
we can all accept. My hon. friend from
Marquette and other hon. members on
the other side of the house do not want
this law to be passed, because, if it
were to be passed, it would give the
preparation of the lists, not to their
own friends, but to our own friends.
Now, sir, will it surprise them very
much, if they have no confidence in us,
that we should not be burdened by
much. confidence in them? If they think
it is unfair that the lists upor which
they want to go to the election should
be prepared by our opponents? Can we
not agree therefore to devise a law
which will remove the control of the
elections both from the Grits and the

| Tories so ag to give satisfaction to both

Grits and Tories? That is the proposi-
tion which I have to make to my hom.
friend from Marquette and to all the
other hon. gentlemen sitting on the
other side of the house.

I come now to the other provisions
of the bill, The bill was prepared with
an object and upon a general principle
and that principle’ was that wherever
there is no municipal registration or
municipal preparation of the lists we
shall entrust the preparation of the
lists to the authority provided for by
this bill. I listened the other day to the
speech of the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Monk) in so far as this
provision related to Quebec. I must
say that I listened to my hon. friend
from Jacques Cartier with a mingled
feeling of curiosity and pain, My hon.
friend was at once alarmed and bel~
licose. He was alarmed because he saw
in the unorganized districts of Quebec
vislons of Syrians, Italians, and other
foreigners being put on the lists along
the line of the Transcontinental rail-
way. I think my hon. friend need not
be alarmed yron this question. It is
said that beauty is in the .eye of the
gazer. It looks very much as if scandak
was very much in the eye of the gazer,
Scandal exists in the imagination of
my hon. friend and he believes that we
have a sinister motive in view. If this
bill were passed and if authority were
given in the unorganized portions -of
Quebec to have the lists prepared how
could the Grand Trunk Pacific come
into play?

Where would it be? Would it be the
country of Montcalm, or of Joliette or
of any of these countries which exténd
to the Hudson bay; or would it be be-
yond ‘the mountains? How could the
registration officer or the revising of-
ficer go tosthe:line of the Transconti-
nental Railway in order to make a
list? .I do mot think that argument of
my hon “friend (Mr, Monk)'is very se-
rious, 'but he made a plea to maintain
our 'system and with that idea I am
very much in accord, when the system
is right..'The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Monk) argued thdt in the province of
Quebec there is no unorganized terri-
tory, because if @ territory. is_ unor-
ganized it ‘is placed under the juris-
diction of a county council. Let me ex~
plain to the hon. gentlemen from other
parts’ of Canada that our municipal
system in Quebeéc is the' same as in
Ontario; we have local councils in
every municipality, our muriieipalities
are townships, villages and parishes,
and the mayors: of all' the municipali-
ties are the members:.of the county
council. But there. is a provision in our
municipal -code, peculiar to that code
so far as I am aware, which says that
if there is in any county -a territory
which is unorganized, it is placed
under the ;
county - council. That is. a very
wise provision, but I * do ' mot
think it can be construed to the length
my hon. friend (Mr. Monk) would con-
strue it. T understand that the county
council has jurisdiction over all muni-
cipal matters which are to be found
within the code—for instance, if the un-
organized territory in any of  these
countles needs roads, the courty coun-
cil would deal with that, or-if there is
a by-law to be passed in favor of the
prohibition of ,the liquor traffic the
powers of the municipal council would
apply to that. But I fail to see within
the four corners of the municipal
code any provision which gives to the
secretary treasurer .of the municipal
council the duty of making electoral
lists in those territories, and in our
province these lists are prepared by
the secretary treasurer under the su-
pervision of the council. This power
is not given to them under the muni-
cipal code but by the Election Act,
which says:

“The secretary-treasurer of each mu-.
nicipality shall, between the 1st and
15th day of the month of March, an-
nually make in duplicate sub-divided
for each polling sub-division g list in
alphabetical order of all persons who
according to the valuation roll then in
force in the municipality for munici-
pal purposes appear to be electors by
reason of the real estate possessed or
occupied by them in any manner with-
in the municipality or by reason of
being otherwise qualified as set forth im.
article ..

Does my hon. friend (Mr. Monk) be-*
lieve that this article which places on
the secretary treasurers of loeal coun-

cils the duty of preparing these lists,"

can be applied to the secretary treasur-
er of the county councils. I have very
serious doubt as to that, I have not had
an opportunity yet of conferring with
the Minister of Justice on that question
but if my hon. friend’s view is correct
I will be more than pleased; if his
view is correct the province of Quebec
owuld be beyond the jurisdiction of
this Act and that should be satisfac-
tory to him as it is to me,

‘With regard to the other provinces T
do not think I should say much more.

Now, revising the whole question it
is beyonJ doubt that we should have an
election law; that we should improve
the election act; that we should give
satisfaction to public opinion which
has imperatively demanded a new elac-
tion law. Viewing the debate as it has
proceeded up to the present, I think

I can say that no system of preparing

the lists will be satisfactory to this side
or to the other side if it is to be made
for party. purposes either by the Do-
minion government or by any pro-

vincial government.

VERNON'S NEW SCHOOL,

Vernon, May 19.—A splendid -four~

roomed school building, with all mod-
ern improvements, {a now ineourse of
erection at the north-end 6f the town.
There is a prospect of having a high
school established after
vacation. The new building would give
‘ample accommodation for both depart-

the summer

be frank with one another upon this | ments, as the public school requires but

question,

Let us meet upon ground ; two rooms.

supervision . ‘of the
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