
do not want that disfranchisein,'nt to con- poses, that disqualification never touched the
tinue for the purposes of et'e Donsinion elee- votera' lista at all.
tions. I do not think anyl)ody bas a.eked Now, that is the position we are in-that
for it. On the contrary the h#on. Minister of this qualifleation does not touch the voters'
Finance, when the princile of the Bill was lists, and has not touched the voters' lists
under discussion, cleariv intinated that since 1885-if it did before-when the Act
there was no sueh intesiti:<onn the part of îwhicl instructed the revisers to strike off
the Government. That clearly was not their the hlsts the names of Dominion officiais,
intention ; and If th!s Bill, as It stands. was explicitly and absolutely repealed. It
wIthouit any amendrnent, shotil.1 have the was discovered, as any one could see-and I
effect of disqualIfyinig aniy Dominion off- wonder that the contention opposed to this
eials from voting in Doranuton elections. tlat has been so of!ten repeated-that you could
is a pure accident and Is notof t ebsse ne not strike the names off the lists because it
of the Bill and never was its intenrion. That was impossible to tell that these parties
was made so abund.antly elear in the re- would not be properly qualIfied to vote when
marka of the Minister of Finance. whe>n the; an election came on. This shows that they
principle of the measure was under discus- were not disqualified as Dominion officials,
sion, that it Is not necessary for me to en- but only as being Dominion officials up
Large on It now. At the sane time I to withln a short time of the election. Ever
take this opportunity of eallIng the atten- since thait Act was repealed, these names
tion of the cornittee to the remarks of the have been ou the lists. and aIl I eek by this
hon. Minister of Finance on tnis branch of amendment is to remove any doubt as to the
the question. They will be found on page right of these people to vote. I beg to move
2869 of "Hansard." He said: an amendment to subsection " a" of seetion

The disqualification which was created by that 5. Subsection "a" which reads as fol-
provincial franchise law of Nova Scotia does not lowS
touch the voters' lists at aIl. The qualifications necessary to en&itle any per-

0f course in that he was absolutely coi-son to vote thereat shall be those established by
the laws of that province as necessary to entitle

reet, and I do not think we ought to be such person to vote in the same part of the pro-
compelled to argue that point for the fourth vince at a provincial elaction.
or fifth time. I was rather complained of I move that to this subsection the following
by the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster' words be added
last night for having referred to it as fre- o
quently as I did. but I never did refer to Provided that any person whose name appears
it except when the argument was repeatedl. 1 as a voter on any votera' list, and who would be
The hon. member for Annapolis (Mr. Mllls) qualified to vote at a provincial election, but
interrupted the hon. Minister of Finance andIram the tact of bis being or having been au

employee or in receipt of wages or emolument
ganimhli slod ee o ann department of the Domin-

I never heard any one say to the contrary in
this House.

le hou. nember for Annapis agr ed
that he had never heard anybody say that
it was intended that the disqualificailon
ereated by the provincial franchise touched
the voters' lists. The bon. Minister of
Finance then said :

Then, if the names of the Dominion officiais
have always bexa on the lists used in the Do-
minion elections, what la all this fuss about ?

Mr. MILLS. Because there was an Act passed
disfranchising them from voting and that la
engrafted in this Bill.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What right
bas this House to say to any independent legis-
lature o! any province how it shall deal with Its
own provincial franchise, so long as it does not
touch the franchise of this House ?

Mr. MILLS. It la going to do that.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It la not, and

never did.
Mr. MILLS. But that Is the intention now.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, there

never was any intention of doing that ; it did
not do it, and will not do it. I want it clearly
underatood, that, while there were good reoMnS
-which I do not wish to enter into no, b.e-
canm that las aprovinCial question-for diaquali-
fylng the Dominion ofelials for provincial pur-

as an eiuiut p U y &j y mttAq,% %&"'
Ion or provincial government, shall be qualified
to vote at an election of a member of the House
of Commons, notwithstanding the provisions of
any Act disqualifying him from voting at a
provincial election.

Mr. McDOUGALL. With the hon. gen-
tleman's permission, I would hîke to ask him
a question. When was that Act repealed?

Mr. RUSSELL. Ia 18W5, when the revised
statutes of Nova Seotia were proclaimed.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. The Act of 1871 was
then repealed ?

Mr. RUSSELL. The clause whieh diTected
the revisers to strike off the Ilsts all those
that were dLsqualified as officials, was re-
pealed, -I say, by the Act of 18%.

Mr. MONK. I do not thlnk that the
amendment of the hon. member (Mr. Rus-
sel!) goes quite far enough, and 1 intend to
propose an amendment covering the em-
ployees, 'both Dominion and provincial, whe-
ther ,they be on the list or not. it seems t
me that the hon. gentleman is mistaken lu
saying that we on this side entered upon
long disquisitions on constitutional law.. i
do not agree with him as to the scope of
the discussion on this section. We have., by
the second reading of this Bi, adopted tb
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