
disfranchise anybody, because It simply made, Paliament will be able todefend Ite
adopts the franchise of each province. franchise from the attacks made by the

Liberal party, and 1 hope 1~ some other
Mr. LiSTER. Well, I say that it ten- quarter the rights of the peop e will be pro-

porarily, at all events, disfranchises the tected, and the federal power will continue
Indiaus of this country, it may noc doSO to control its own franchise so that tue
permanently. My hon. friend may trust1volce of the people of Canada may beheard.
to the local legislatures throughout tie
country granting the franchise to the In-
dians of the d=ifferent province-s. That, I irasthe assault made on thepeople of Can-
however, is problematicalG tha'. niy never a(Ia from fm7 to 185 t s dh
bo doue, and if it is not done, a a. juatter Mr. 3ACLEAN. That is another ques-

tof actt the Bief now under conesidoeraeionrn.
deprives the India.s who h~ave oed for The SOLICITOR GENERAL. also point
the last fourteen yearsw of the right ao voie.

o say tis is an arbitrary measure. nTevOut to the ho. gentleman that if ere lia
hou. gentleman says this Bill must go carefully read the Billlie would bave fournd
througb, that there can lie no excepýion ithat the very ca-se lie has discussed bas
made. The Solicitor General says taat if It been provided for by subsection 2 of the

of fact theeBilinowwunder coniderationrtion

turns out in tlhe future that a provinceaets scinw r nwcnieig
unjustly in adopting provisions respectiug 1f-%r. LIST ER. Pardon me. Mr. Speaker,
vting, then we dan intervene ad fudorS for agaIn addressing theRLouse. Isay.
what they have done. If that is h t te. uwhat I stateh in 1885t that no Governhen
tion of the Bi an aifrthat is the po. r the ever introduce Bl a more unjustiflable measure
Government reserves to itself, whi m is no than the Goverment di ha that year. I
dlouht the case, then they are deprl*ug rUn- opposeti it then, anti have opposed it since.
justly a portion of the population o f the The Liberal party asupledgeltslf t
rigt they possess, or of the rigt to con- i after election, that if returned to power,
tinue to vote under the Franchise Act. f the Act woldbe repealed. They are bound
say again that once aving given the fran- to th apeopletorepeal that Act. andI se-

wht hy av on. ftht sth itn-whtI taesi 18, tn Gornme

tchise to a portion df the people, wphoe ave ieve Ivoice the feelinjstfale m e
provernethemselves ableto ,exercises it hi- hbera G parry but of a large portion of the
teligently. the Gover met should not gnoW Conservative party when I say they desire
take away rom those people that which the repeal of that Aet. It bas been most
free men ail cûnsider a boon. andi do -in burdensome in its working, and, every mem-
aet whih the Indians will remember as one fber wholias hadaything to do with elec-
of the greatest injustices ever perpetrated tions k-nows hundreds of dollars have been
upon toe viy any legislatnre iu this coun- expende during tbe twelve years for the
sry. theaSolcitor General bas state fn that ae op trying to make perfect an IA
large portion of the Indiansof Ontario have !lieh I was impossible to make perfect.
the rigbt to vote sow. toeny it. A very We have pedget ourselves. over and over
sal percentage of the Indians of that pro-th again, to tecountryto repeal it tbe peopst
vince are entitleto vote as enfranhse have returned us to power on that ple-ge,
Indians. They are living on the reseerver, hoai hse wil prove false to the people if we
und everybody knows that Indians 'bave xu do not repeal the Act. But say f this
objection tolibecomIng enfranchised for onecase an exception might e matie by
many reasons, tribal reasonsf among others. th itewas iPossimnto make t.

the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t rihtovtho.I eyi.Avr e haverpledgead ourseles oer n overt

But we neetaot go into these questions continue- to the people wo have been given
but remember theone question, ad that is, votes unav er the At the riglt to vote at
that we once gave the vote to thesevmen, elections for members of this legislature.
they have hati it for years. -anti there is no Mr.QU1NX.Itnkhs hecaet
good cause for taking it away from them. Mr. Qin . Icth BtiutheIe ceit

objetio tobecoingenfanchsedforonecas an xeprdton mghe obe ase by

Mr. MACLEAN. Do we un erstan the theGor iberal Goverment, ave at
Soitor General to lay down the bass tenpted to carry out its promise. it gias

uof this Act as fonlowse qhatthis Parhiament made the usual leap in the dak. The
bas a session and it closes. The Goveru-' party pledgeti itself to the country to reppal
ment ten deide they will go to the coun- the Francise Act Hou. gentlemen intro-
try. The legislature of Ontaro happens no duce a measure framed for that purpose,
ineet, ani that body deprives a large tum-'an the frst clause is attacket ou aIl sides
ber ofcitizens of the franchise, and theyi by ther ow followers. We have the :ues-
are not able to vote when the Dominion- tion of the Indians dlsussed. What differ-
elentions de>me on. Is tlat the situation ence is there between the Indians affeted
wic the lranchse occupes in tls Acto by the Ontario Franchise Act and the elm
If so, then It is the worst Act ever submit- of persons Incîtiet under section 15ûf the
ted by a canada Goverment it s theQuébec Eleetion Actl The follo'vidg per-
greatest attack ever made on our federal sons ln that province are not aIIcwqvd to
institutions. It is the strongest attack ever vote
made on the autonomy of Canada ; and I Clerks of the Crowu, clerks of the peace, aber-

hope ow tht ths staementbas elf~ eistfr, meonibr ofnd tiCo teisat r
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