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sion that, would defeat itself, aid that is unworthy
of the further consideration of this House.
Mr. c ILLAN. I believe that this Bill,

instead of favouring the rich itan, would, if passed.
lie very muuch to the advantage of the poor main.
for this simple reasoi, that manîy wea lthîy iient
who are the employers of labour, while not dariiti 1
to colîpel their mten tio vote in; a particilar wav,
îre at present able tri influence their votes ~,îy I
comtpelling thei to remnain away froumi the polls if
thev are likelv to cast tiheir vites in opposition to
theur emloihyers' wishes. Uiuder a systemn of com -

pulsory îvoting the poor man wouli be able to go
to the poll,i anl if le coulil not conscientionsly
cast lis ballot. lie could spoil it. I think such ai
lteasture wvoIltI do awav witht a great leal of the
corruption vhicht exists at the present time.
becanuse it would nable a workirmain tio cast lis
vote inilcpenlently, insteatil of beiig compelled to
reiain at home or lse his place if his syipatihies
were Iot with those oif his employer. I would niot
be it favour of a fine of 850, but 1 would require
the deputy returning otticer to keep a li.st of tihose
who did ntiot cast their votes, and11 seild that list to
the revising barrister iefore lie fiuallv reviseti the
voters' list; attd i would disqualify those personis
fromu tvoting for a number of vears. I think this
is a greater measure in the interest of the purity
of elections ami in the interest of the workiîigiman,
thian aniiimost any other tiat coult he introducetd on
this subject.

.Ilr. S;PROULE. 1, for one, cannot assent to the
principle of tiis Bllfor ithe following reasons : I
believe it is against a man's lilbertv. It is ont of I
harmnony witi·the freeloi of our humianttity as
exercised in the British domninioms. In no line of
life. s far as I amun aware, whether for candiidaîtes
or for by-laws, or for anything that iay be sui-
mitted to the. publie. is it comuljîusory on1i men t)
vote; and if it has not been fouînd necessary ils
other cases, why sIhouhl we think it necessary for
the election of mîembers of Parliament ? It mîight
be that both candiates would be ojectionable to
imany voters, so that they would prefer remaining'
at home. But it is coutended that if this Bill
.were made law it woulid do away with a great deal
of corruption. I ami informned that ini sone States
where comtpulsory voting is now in existence, it is
iot snceessful in this respect.

Mr. AMYOT. Vhiei State ?

Mr. SPROULE. I am not able to give thie lion.
gentleman the name of the State,-i

Mr. A.\lT. I 1am not aware that it exists
ainywlhere yet.

MuIr. SPROULE,--but I will, perhaîps, be able to
do so at a later stage of this* Hill. Ispeak with
sone kiowledge of the subject, because I was a
resident of the States for somte tinte, and I believe
that although a teasuîre of tiis kind was enîacted
for the purpose.of accomplishing what it is sup-
poseid this Bill would accompish, it did Miot ac-
comtplish that purpose ; but corruption is just as
rife, and election expenses there are greater thanÏ
in Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not think such a mtea-
sure is in existence in any State. It lias been
suggestel, but not tried.

Mr. SPROULE. The lion. gentleman nay be
iiing only his opinion, and I will endeavour to
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satisfy himi whetlher I ain correct or not. If I ai
incrrectly inform ed, i will le pleascd to set my-
self rigltt, but that is the information I have. i-
thiik this 1 ifso ralical a change for this House to
asselt to. I think it wouhi introduce a new systein
of coIrrupition whiclh we have not hiad to conitenl
with hitherto. Lt wouldl muake compulsry what is
now a lut-y. and i lu nîot think we shouîild imlipose
that bligation upoli free electors of this counîtry,
wî at pre.senmt are free, not onlly to vote or not for
me ers of tihis House. lut ni every other lne of
life in whici they require toi rcord their votes-in
municipal electiois, electiois of school trustes and
oltiers. I say the priniciple of this iill fis Out of
harmaîonîy Vith tlthe freedomt oif that systemii which ii
now eijoyel.

1r. iHAZEN1. I would like to call the attention
f the ion. gentlean to antotheir difhculty which

exists i someic parts of the l)ominioni, oving to some
peoplebiig opposed to voting froi religioiis con-
victions. I undlerstamil that. is the case with the
Meiiîîîtes who have settled in the North-WVest
and .\anuitoba ; but the representatives from that
section can speak with mnore authority on tiat pîoint.
I know, however, thiat.. uîring., the Course of the
canîvass itiinîmy contstituency, Inmet a numblier of peo-
ple who told me they belongîed to a dncioimination
of (iristians against whose principles it was to vote
ait. all. That. heintg the case, it is cleavly useless to
force these people to coie to the polls, whenî they
have not. the siightest intention of votinlg onreach-
ing there. Should the principle of this hillbe
admitted, certaiily exemptions shouild be provided
in the case of the people to whomt I have referred.
hlie Bll whiich the hop. gelntlemiiinti hias introiliced

involves a principle of great importance and worthy
Of the iiglest consideration ; and thie hon. gentle-
ian who introdluceil it is evidently seized of the
old idea thtat whilie one ati is able to lring a
horse to water, tetn men cannot force him to
drink, for - the hon. gentleman is clearly of
opinioi that thougi we may by law compel a
mait to coue to the polling booth, yet it would
not be right to compel him to - vote. The
imlain thingf, however, eli seems to think, is to
get him there. and then let himt destroy the ballot
paper if he likes. hlie point nade by the junior
memnher for Halifax (1r. Stairs) was very welP
taken initleed, nanely, that very little can b
accomplisled in the hlne cotntemplated lby the iovel

i of this Bill, that is, putting down corruption. As
the hon. memiiber for Halifax lias pointed out, the
law to-day declares that, if a cadilidate conveys
voters to) a poulie is lable to disqualitiention, or

i if lis agents convey theil, ie is lhable to be un-
seated. Yet I venture to say, thau.t there is not
a constittuency it the Domiitnitn-certainly not a
i ruralcostituenc-in which, at the recent eletion,
voters wer*e iot conveyeil to the polls in defiance
of the law. Now, if the law at preseit is tunavail-
ing to prevent electors .îeing carried to the polls,
I would ask the hon. gentileman who introduced
this Bill, lhow it wouhîi be possible to success-
ifuilly carry into etfect the principle of his neasure,
whichi is to prevent caindidates and thteir friends
from conveying lectors to the polls' If tfey
break the law which exists to-day, we may
b)e pretty certain that they will violate the
one proposed by the hon. gentleman also. I
mlust confess, if the only object of his Bill is to


