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dilustratlon of puttag fictitious names ou
the list, and the person who actel as the re-
viser refusing to strIke them off, becsusc
hie partie3 who ebjected to them could not

prove that they ýhad served the parties with
a n -oti-e, the fact belng that the reason why
tl:ey could not serve them with a notice
was ihat no sneh persons exlsted. I give
that to show t..at a measure that involves
such an outrage upon everything that would
be held to lbe f:ilr and honourable and Just
.n the charaeter of a fra-ichise, ought not
10 be passed by this House. The old law
:s not under discusslon. I cannot under-
stand why hon. gentlemen opposite have
paid so n ch attention to the old law, be-
eause in 1895 the leader of the Conservative
Government announced In this House that
he intended to repeal it, and to-night we
have repealed it by the clause which we
have already passed. The question now
ls, can we not find some basis upon which
gentlemen on both sides of the House, who
desire to treat one of the most vitally im-
portant questions that eau ever be consider-
ed in a free legislature, can arrive at some
general principles which will preveut thebe
acts of great Injustlee being perpetrated la
the future? I do not see any diffieulty, if
you proceed, as Sir John Thompson proposed
you sbould, for the purpose of lessening
the expendIture connected with the lat.
If you take the franchise of the local
legislatures as a basis but stil preserve
that independent control that wil secure
some security to the people of this country
that even-handed justice wi be meted out
to every Independent elector In this coun-
try entItled to use the franchise, that Is
ail we ask. We do not ask for the main-
tenance of the old law, although it ls true
beyond controversy that It le much fairer
than the one proposed, and I have no hesl-
tation In saying that If the old law had
been open to the objection made agan it
on the other side, namely, that It gave
the Dominion Government an inordinate
power of controlling the constituencles, we
would not have had this proposition to re-
peal It to-day. I am IncHlned to think that
hon. gentlemen opposite would have held to
it, but It Is because they know, after many
long years of trial, that that law was
not open to any such objection and that It
has never been charged againstIt that It
has been the means of any undue induence
being used to prevent a free expression of
public opinion In the different constituen-
cles, that they now ask to repeal It. No
man In tisl House ought te be wlling that
the question of the franchise for this Par-
lament should be a party question. i a
question of that kindwe should rise above
and beyond party, and be ready to treat It
fairly, without reference to party, and see
if we cannot engraft upon this measure,
taking the provincial lists as a basinscb
action as will secure to every Independent
elector In this country, who la entitled to
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be put upon the rol, the putting of his
name upon the roil and prevent men 'not
entitled to that privilege from being put
en it. There ought to be no diffleulty lu
haif a dozen gentlemen on both sides ar-
riving at a common ground that would be
acceptable to both sides of the House, and
thus save a great deal of beart-burnlng and
feeling of deep injustice, which will un-
doubtedly prevail ln the great majority of
the people, If this measure be forced through
in Its present form.

I shail just read a short extract from
an article In a newspaper, which Is a strong
supporter of the present Government, on
the Franchise Bill, and that paper ls the
Manitoba "Free Press." After saying a
good deal against the old franchise law,
which ' shall not trouble the House with
reading, as 1t Is rather too long, and my
voice Is not lin a condition to read more
thar I am obliged to, the Manitoba "Free
Press" says :

Now the Liberals have their turn, and one of
tbelr first acts is to repeal the present law.
They Intend to wipe It out and substitute the
provincial lista, without any federal interference.
There le the point at Issue between us. We
do not object to taking the provincial lists
as a basis, but we do object te making
them absolute and taking all control and
power from the Dominion Parliament. How
long hon. gentlemen opposite may be in
a position to exercise power, I shal not
undertake to say, because prophesying la a
rather dangerous thing, but i say that we
are willing that the federal control should
be ln their hands, and they ought not to
vote want of confidence in themselves and
say that they are afrald to trust them-
selves with that power. 'I would indtnitely
prefer that It should be ln their.hands than
that these Ilsts should not be subject to
federal Influence at ail.

The "Free Press " goes on to say:
In one province, Manitoba, the principle of

government control of the lits lis the very
foundation of the law, and in its opertion an
election la amsured in every doubtful constituency
by the dishonest practices of the regiatration
clerks. The law could not contribute more et-
fectively to the stuffng of the Ilste ln the in-
terest of the ruling party If it had been specally
and avowedly designed for that purpose. lu
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island the laws
are alho capable of gross abuse. We need net
Inquire whether the Liberals have forgotten or
swallowed their scrupl of 1885; it ls suffilent
to know that by the Bil now before the House
a federal election law will be Imposed on thia
province. and on other provinces, that will be
lnfinltely worse than the existing Dominion law
was ever chlmed to be. Our only hope of escap
from a measure under which the electorate will
be left at the mercy of the Government agents,
and the free expression of the popular will need
not be permitted, lies In the Senate. To that
body we make our appeal, and should the Bil
go to it lits present etape we ask, in the naIe
of electoral purity and electoral deceney, that It
be rejected.
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