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sole purpose of promoiing the interests of
their party in the federal elections, intending
subsequently to repeal that Act and %o go
back to their oid franchize before the pro-
vincial elections come off. That has occuz-
red before, and you wili search the world Ia
vain to find anything that will correspond
with suck a siate of things as that which
can exist under these circumstamces. But
that is not all. What have we here in evi-
dence from gektiemen who not only know
whereof they speak, but who have had &
practical experience of the effect of the
franchigse of some of the local legisiatures.
Doas my right hon. friend admit for a mo-
ment, that any member of the Parliament of
Cannda should be sabjected to a franchise
under which, net the legislafures but the
government of & province can coutroi the
representation in this Fouse from that pro-
virce ? My right hon. friend will, I am seare,
instantly repudiate the idea that we should
have members of the House of Commons of
Canada elected frem sny prevince, not by
the independent electors of that province but
by the government of that province. Go to
Msgaitoba, and what do you find ? It has
been proven by indisputable testimony—tes-
timony that no man has been able to refute
—that the franchise of Manitobs is a fran-
chise under which the Government of Mani-
toba can elect whom they please.

Mr. LISTEBR. They lost sn election &
short time 2g0.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They @&d ; but
there is such a thing &9 a Government be-
coming so unpepular that a provinece rises
in revolt against it. If the bhon. gentlemsan
wants an illustration of what I am saying,
iet him look at the two elections that {cgk
place in the prevince of Manitoba, cuve al-
most immecdiately foiiowing the eother. 1
mean the elections of 1898, when a general
election tcok piace for the iocal legislature,
in which only four or five members opposed
to the Govermment obizined seats, and a
short time afterwards 8 Dominion electicn
took place, in which but for the fact that
our candidate for Lisgar was attacked with
typhoid fever, the Liberal party would not
have elected R single member from that pro-
vince.

Mr.
fored.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Providence has
done a great deal for hon. gentiemen oppo-
site—a great deal more thar they have
dope for themselves, in many Instences.
Then everybody kpows that the hon. gentle-
man who represents Selkirk in this House
would not be here te«dsy but for an unfoy-
cunate ecror on the part of the judge 2
friend of ours, I admif, who sdvised the
Conservative candidate to depowsit his $1,000
in the wrong place ; 8nd that prevented a
reccunt, which wouid bave given a msjority
of at least twenty to the Conservative can

Str CHARLES TUPPHH.

SOMBRVILLE. Provuidence inter-

didate. The constituency of Branden was
carried by a very distinguished member of
this House, but certainly net under the ban-
ner of the Liberal party ; it was carried on &
retigions guestion, the school guestion. But
apart from Lisgar, where, as iny hon. friend
suggests, Providence Iinterfered im their
favour, the Libera! pariy returned only one
man out in the whole province, and that in
& proviace where the battie-cry was thst
the Conservative party were for coercing
Manitoba and the Liberal party were for
preventicg that coercion. I give that to
my 'hon. friend as an evidence of the most
overwhelming character to show the fright-
ful nature of the local franchise of Manitoba.
Under that franchise they appoint an in-
significant member of the community, some
person who has no standing, nc character,
who has nothing to lose, and they place the
contro! of & constituency in his hands. [
gave an illustration of this to the House be-
fore, but it will bear repeating, because it is
a historkeal matter. Where there was a
real mmajority of at least fifteen for the
Conservetive party In a cconstituency, fifteen
names were put on the iist. What names ?
Names of people who @&id not exist {n the
country a: all, known to nobody—utteriy
fictitions names. What happened then ?
Of course, they were challenged.

The PRIME MINISTER (8ir Wiifrid
Laurier). I call my hon. friend to order.
He is not speaking to the amendment, which
has reference to the Indiam vote, but he
is going into a generai discussion of the
Bill.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Chairman,
I hope it Is not too late yet for the hon. gen-
tieman to fearn from the discussion that
hag taken place on the Indian vote, that ke
is making & frightful mistake in this mea-
sure, and i am endeavouring to draw khis
attention to the fact that his own sivongest
friends and supporters are denouncing this
miessure in this particular ; and where does
that denunciation corie from ? It comes
frem the viclous character of this measure,
that hands over tLe franchise of the mem-
bers of this House to the local legisiatures,
and leaves s powerless, however desirous.
te protect the Indian vote, or any cother vote
that onght to be protected ; and I hope it is
act ton late to make every hon. gentleman
on the other gide of the Honse feel that we
are not asking to take away anry cogtrel or
apy power from the Govermuent. In every
word we are using in relation to tin's mwe=n-
sure we are placing ourselves largely ib

the hands of the Government to which we

are opposed ; and if we do that, I thigk
lon. gentiemen opposite ought to feel that
we are gsking for no party advaoptags, but
are s:king for an independeat franchise that
will protezt the rights of every elecier in
this conntry who is entitled to exercise the
franchice. T will not pursue the subject
fuorther ; but I leave with the House that



