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What is the result ? When a list is revised, cipal tax imposed on them in a period of
page after page is added, and names are three years. That cannot be galnsaid, be-
interlined, and others struck out. Surely, cause the figures are there. Where is the
the hon. gentleman must see that a voters' unfortunate candidate to be ? In the first
list prepared under those circumstances 18 place, the revision of the voters' lists for
simply an absurdity. the local elections is, as 1 have contended,

When I was interrupted a little while ago, mucl more expensive. The Manhood fran-
I was speaking on the question of cost, chise lists forthe local elections are the ere-
and I was showing that the municipalities ation of frlendly assessors. 1 have known
are first taxed, and heavily taxed, for the assessors who have made for Conservative
revision of those lists for local purposes, nearly as good a list as could be made, but
and then they will be taxed for their revi- I have known Liberal assessors who have
sion for Dominion purposes. Assuming thatîmade for Conservative candidates as bad a
next year there will be an election for the Est as could be made. and as correspondIug-
Dominion, and assuming that we were pre- ly good oncs as they could inake for the
paring the voters' lists of this year, 1898, Liberals, because the law does fot impose
then, the unfortunate municipalities wouldion tli the duty to treat Liberals and Con-
be visited with another and a heavy cost. servatives alike, but states that they,.hal
But it is not only the country municipalities i put on the list the names of persons who
that will have to pay, but look at the ilm- tender their names. The unfortunate part
mense cost that will be Imposed on the of the case wlllone ln where youea
elties. In Toronto, I have no doubt that Large city, and 1 ask the hon. Solicitor Gen-
the cost of revising the local voters' lists, eral to bear this strongly in innd. If next
under the system of registration, runs up to year the hon. gentlemen who reprent tUe
$3,000. In the city of Brantford, I was in- city of Toronto wereto undertake a revâsioa
formed the other night by the representa- of'tUe voters' lists in that city, w-ut would
tive of South Brantford, that the cost of re- be the result? They would be put to an
vising the voters' lists amounted to $450; Inmenormous expense, because their party
the town of Stratford, it was $600, and ln friends would have to go about and cllect
the town of St. Thomas, about the same the information for registration. It is true
amount. And yet you are telling the people that the city would not be put to the ex-
in the country that you are going to wipe pense of two years succeeding eaclî other,
out this expense. You are not going to wipe because, as I understand the Bil, there
It out at all, but you are going to shif t tne would be in the cities a systei of regist-
burden of expense from the Dominion Io tion preceding a Dominion election, such as
the municipalities. We all know that whieh- there 13 for the local eleetions now, but the
ever party may be in power, a certain hon. gentleman must remember that the
anount of information will be given their candidate, anticipating an election, has alot
supporters as to when they had better pre- of expense to go to ln'a large city in order
pare for the revision of the voters' lists. to find the naies; arde as a result, after
What will be the result ? If we had a re-'the adoption of this Bill, he will be, ln ail
vision of the voters' lists under the Domin- probability, put to a large expense. I tell
ion systein, then there would be only a close the hon. gentleman that It ls unfair for tbe
investigation aud a close revisIng of the Dominion to subjeet the local municipalities
lists for one year. But what state will we to this cost. Why should le impose on each
be in, if this Bill is adopted? A candidate whojtownship iny riding, for two years in suc-
bas not a side line of information from the cession, the cost of $75 or $80 ln havlng the
Government will be in this position. He wIll local voters' lists revised for federal pur-
say to himself that, In the ordinary course poses? The whole question cores to th-l,
of events. an election is not likely to be that we have set the principle of uni-
held until next year, but for fear the Gov- forrity, and that Is no longer ln dlssslon.
ernment may appeal to the country before But what we should have Is honest ists,
that, be will say : I will not be caught nap- and I subiit that the Solicitor General
ping, but will go to the expense of revising should not ask hon. gentlemen on this side
the lists for this year. The result w'ill be, to go Into an election contest on voters' lists
that in an average riding of ten municipali- that offer such facilities for fraud and
ties-and I am not ineluding a town wbere wrong-dolng. It Is a monstrous proposition
there would be registration-the cost would thst these lsts should be-lettln the hands
be, likely, upwards of $600. Should the Gov- of frlendly returnlng officers ail over the
ernment not go to the country on the lists eountry for two or three days, so that, If
prepared that year, then the candidate these officers permit them to lie around, they
would, of necessity, be forced to go over the rnay be tampered wlth by any person and
saie ground in a subsequent year, and $600 naies scored outand others lnserted, thus
more would be plled up on the riding that deprivlng sore men of their votes and giv.
year. And If there had been a local eleotion Ing votes 1» others fot en±itled to ieon the
but a year or two before, the result wouldroi!.1Te question of expense shouîd never
be, that the unfortunate municipalities ln core Into eonsidemtîon at alcompare
Ontario wouid eah have about $180) muni- wlth the question of havnghont lVtso

th oa letosi, sIhv cnedd
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