
[COMMONS]

Mr. CASGRAIN. It was probably due tono doubt, be the returning officer at the
the fact that the ballot was then new, whilst next election, and, nu doubtwlll submit
in 1887 and 1891, the ballots were the same the candidate to whom lie is opposed to
as those that had been in use for some time. similar treatment.
We can discuss that, however. more at 1 appeal te the government net to reappoint
length in committee. thmt sherif as returning officer without first

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I give the baving the charges referred te agalnst
statisties to show that the ballot was nothlm fully lnvestigated. I look upon the

perfet y ay manssine itledte uchconduet of the sheriff as worse than rob-perfect by any means since it led to such bery. T deprive a man of is franchise
results.is bad enoug, but t rob the electorate of

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do not consider the county and the eiected candidate of bis
it perfect, but better than the one proposed right te a county seat Is still a worse
in this measure. act, and one that should be met with swift

Mr. C. E. KAULBACH (Lunenburg). I condigu punislment. I earnestly solicit the
consider this, Mr. Speaker, an opportune government to investigate the matter. i
time, whilst this Election Bill is being sub- iight give to the House charges whicli
mitted to the House for a second reading, have been brouglt against this man pre-
te bring up the subject of the penalties viously, but, no doubt, I would be ruled out
that should be inflicted on election officers 1 of order ln doing se; but, I feel that the
who have wilfully violated their duties at government have been remiss ln their duty
elections. I agree with what the hon. leader In fot bringing this party to justice when
of the opposition lias said with respect to they knew the charges that had been
the punishments that should be inflicted. brought against hlm, fot only by me in
In the last local election in the county I this Chamber. but also some years age ln
represent, the sheriff was the returning the Senate by amemner of that body. I
offieer, and, as was alleged, was guilty of now repeat my request that the govern-
such conduct in his position as returning ment should fot appoint this man again
officer as te make him an object of reproacli returning officer. but should se that his
by nearly every elector in that county. ir- cOnduet 1sinvestigated flrst before giving
respective of party. I brought it to the hmn further position of trust.
notice of this House. on the first opportunity Mr. FLINT. I would like to ask my hon.
that offered, together with the facts conneet- frlend if the protest was fot *withdrawn.
Pd with that election, of certain corrupt prac- and why it w-as
tices that had been perpetuated. The two i Mr. There was a protest,
candidates were the late mayor of the town but the position in whieh I was placed-or
and a cabinet minister ln the local govern- the party was placed-in conneetion with
nient. At the close ,of the poll. it was found
that the cabinet minister had been defeated J at0-reteal oeit oe goterent
by seventeen votes, but the cry went forth J Uv ln power. I think the hon. member for
in every quarter that the party supportIngYarmouth (Mr. Flint) Js aware of the tact
the cabinet minister did not care a damu and If he will explain the acts te the House
what might happen, as the cabinet minister
was bound to be returned anyhow. It had botter net have asked that question.
became evident 4> the friends of the late
mayor, Captain *.; Wolfe, that a recount T MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr
would be demanded; and so it was. and in ePerhaps, the most ot the mem-
that recount the ballots were so manipulated bers of the fouse wotld lke te know as
that Instead of a majorlty of seventeen in 1nuch about it as the hon. member for Lun-
favour of Captain Wolfe. the majority wasjenburo (Mr. Kaulbach), and the bon. men-
turned the other way. I brought the matterber for Yarmouth (Mr. Flt). I have net
to the notice of this House, and showed the good fortune te know anythlng about
the iniquity that was alleged to have been the facts ot the-case, but I understand the
committed by the sheriff. acting as re- hon. gentleman (Mr. Kaulbach) Is dealing
turnIng officer, and asked for an Investiga- with somethlng that occurred luregard te
tion. I was- advised that I had better a recount lu a local electIon. Now, the pro-
allow the elections ln other eounties, In vince of Nova Scotia is one et the niost
whIch frauds were committed, te be In- clvIlized portions ette Dominion, and If
vestigated first. However. I brought the any offcer engaged In a local election las
matter te the notice of this government, misbehaved, there Is ample machlnery ln
and contended that It was the duty of this the courts of the country te deal with hlm:
government to investigate It, and if it were and. If there sbould be any lack lu the local
found that this sheriff was not worthy of maeblnery, we have a localgand
the position lie occupied. he should be re- a local legisiature that wlll deal wltlithe
moved from offlee at once. All my repre- matter. I cannot see what objeet the lon.
sentations and demands. however. fell un- gentleman bas lu dragging ln a question ef
heeded, and this same man Is stilluIn office, local polities here. If le las a difficulty
who is capable of doing almost anythlng. with the sherif eo the eounty, I have ne
provided he can see soime hole through ildoubt that hau find a-way te settie that
which hie may escape conviction. He wIll, Idfiut ihu sigu eitree

norout, eFheTetrnngTfReeratth
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