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compel people to come to the polls, whether they will find that the only objection to it will be that
vote or not. no good. froi the standpoint of purity, it comles froi this side of the Hiouse. I accept
will be accomplished by it. It secns to mne, if the suggestion of the ihon. Minister of Justice. If
anything is to be accomplished, the principle of we agree upon the principle that we should muake
compulsion should he carried furither, and the attendance at the polls conmpulsory, I will be satis-
voters not only be compelled to go to the polls, but flied, as I o(14 not preteniid to have a perfect Bill. I
aiso to east their ballots. I cannot. see-leaving j;do not pretend that this Bill is perfect, and I will
ont of the question the propriety of adopting thethe most happy to receive any suuggestion or to Iadflh
principle of compulsory voting at al-whatoe over the Bill entirely to any lion. gentleman who
there can be in People to come to the polls nay be more cI)iopetent to deal with the details
aid then saying it. makes very little liffeirence than I an. I only desire to give the House an
whether t·he cast their ballots or not ;an1d cer- occasion to express its opinion upon itheprinîciple
tainly I dou not see what there is to be gainied. from of the Bill, and if the principle he found good, I
the standpoint of purity of elections. hope we will unite our efforts to make it the law
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Mdr. ANIYOT. Tlie lion. gentlemianî hol has
just takeiluis seat says that tlhe religious scruples
of somte electors prevent thei fromi votinug. li
that case aill they wouldl have to do is to avail
themiselves of the clause of the Bill, which allows
thei to have their names er ased fromu th voters
list. They could thus eithier aidopt this means and
avoil goin4g to the pol l at all. or save eqlually their
fifty dollars cIash and seclure heir eternal salvation
by roinîgt to tie poll amli then abstainiig fromll
votineg. The hon. geintlemanî says if tie prescint
law is ineffective, how can lwe expect the proposed
law to be etective " .lie an-wer to that oljection
is thiat the sanction of the proposed law is rVl-
severe. If a mal whlo iakes default of going to
the poll to vote is to be depriveil of his riglht. to
vote duriiig five years, or b.e condemnnedl to pay aj
fine, le wilI no doubt not fail to do Ins dutyL as a
Citizen. This is, how-ever, a tmiatter of detail. The
question invol-ved at the present stage is the
preipiîlc of the Biil. Is it right or w Vrng to
conmuîpel the attendance of an clector at the poll ?
Soie hon. geintlemiîei contend that to do so
w-ould be to imterfere wiith ils liberty. But ve
fouce a mnan to attend court as a witness or as
a juryiian and keep h miii court away froin his
business. for ifteeni or twenty <hiys or eveni a montlh
if necessary, or even a year. and this is, io doubt,
an iufringemîient on the lib îerty of thie subîject. But
each mndiviîdual is bounid to make personal sacrifices
for the geueral good of society. 'he question for
us toconsider is, can we do away withu the corruption
tiat now exists b)y mnakig the attendance at thei
polls coiîpulsory ?, Iam ve-y gratef itothie M iister
of Justice for havig given lis attention to the
niatter, and I accepht his suggestion. I hope every
mneuumer of this -House and every citizen iii the
country will look inito the question involved, and
sec whether, if it dooes seeni to curtail the liberty of
the subject, the sacrifice is not one whîichi every one
should be prepîared to mnake mi order ta obtain purity
in electios. The ion. menilier for East Grey r.
Sprouile) secs nothiuîg a t ail in tthe Bill, anud prefers
goimg on with the present systemn. He could not
have heard the hion. nieniber for Halifax tell huini
thuat iii the last election there was not one rural
division i which teams were not hired to carry the
electors to the polls. Does he owe bis election to
briber-y andl..corruption?

Mr. SPROULE. No ; I deny that.
Mr. AMYOT. I have too nuch respect for uthe

hoï. gentleman to believe that he has calumniated
himself, orhe loes not wish, like us, to 1é returned
by electors who have voted fron patriotie motives
and bave not been brilbed or corrupted. I ain sure,
if the hon. gentleman will look over the Bill, hue

Mr. HAZEN. .
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is a iradical chialne, hut, wlien the evil is radical as
it is n0ow, it requires i railical cure.

Aiienlmient (Sir Join Thoipsonl) agreetd to,
and debate adjolurned.

It beintg six 'clock. the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
ELECT'l'iONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mir. RAR RON moved second reading of Bil
(No. 54) further to anend the Dominîion Electionîs
Act. le said : The fist sction of this Billpro-
poses to detine bevond any possible doubt the
nature of the ioney vhich is to be paid iito the
office of the clerk of the county court whenever
a candidate requires to) have a rez-ounit. The Bill
has heen sîuggested to me bîy reason of recent
occurrences in the souuth riding of the Counîty of
Victoria. A recouit was demandd thuere, and
thle 8100 required to be deposited by the (4th sec-
tion of the Act I propose to anend was paid iin to
the clerk, not in, mnoney, but bi.y a cheque. Tie
gentleman who paid the mnonbeyd.tlhoughtl he was
sulfficiently protected by getting the receipt of the
elerk in the language of the statute. However,
his Honour the judge of the county court thouglit
idifferently, and it was considlercd bly imany that

i the ends of justice were defeated hy a recount not
being had. The county couirt judge gave a long
judgmîent on the sui bject, aud I think the concensus

i of opinion was with him. He held that the deposit
of the gentleman who applied for a recont was not
a deposit according to the language of the statute.
The statute says "One hîundred dollars." T''he
learnued judge iehl that tlhat shîould be in legal ten-
der. I ask the Hoiuse to say iin this Bill, in order
to prevent. any question, tilt it shall be either in
legal tender or in bills of any chartered bank doing
business in Caiada. The second elause is intended
tafforîl neanis to cotnp)el a cotunty court jiudge, at

the instance of a dssit.istîed paty, tabold a re-
count. At present. if a judge of a county court
declines to go on withi a recount, a mnandaius will
not lie fron a superior court to coipel limiii to go

1 on. and thus againi the ends of justice may be de-
feated. I would refer the Hmuse, and the Minister
of Justice especially, to the Centre Wellington case,
reported in 44 U. C. Q.B. Reports. This is a portion
j of the decision given by Chief Justice Hagarty on
I that subject:

S"I am satisfied that there is no jurisdiction in this
court to interfere in the manner proposed."
The mîaîner proposed was to issue a inaianius

I to compel the junior judge of the County of


