
[COMNMONS]

that iais beîenmarkel out by its leaders, or with
the views that have been put forward in Parlia-
ment. Now. under our parliamentarv systelà, ai-
tlhuiiig. h we iavLe ofteni changes of it administration.
we havL Iot very oftenl, or. to any very great extent,
ai change in the polniticail opinîions of the electors.
Thmere aire m ore frequentlv change in the results of
the elections. arising tfromi ai lar.1e number of the
electors refusingé' t) recordl their votes, thau from
their lmiving gone fruitmî one political party to thie
ot.ler. atid it does seen:î to nie thait a iieasure of
tins sort. tenîds to interfere with thaît free playi anti
free wo'rking ,of our parliamienttaîry svsteii whicli
is ecessary to nake it·really a representative sys-1
temi of goverîîmnent As an instance, let me refer
to what. lii apenîei in Enîglawn lu in 1885 amd inI 886.(
Ve knoiw t.hat t he (hovernmîent of Mr. (Gladstone
introdued ito Parliamet after the elections of
185, a measure of {Home Rule for Irelanld, andel
that iIeaslre waîs defeatebl lv a small iajoritry in
the Houîîse of (onîmons. WVhen an appea l wlas
hai teo the oiiitry the Government of Mr. Glad-
stone wals efeated amt the Conservative .party led
by1rdalisbury, ohtaiied ai deciled majority i
Par-liament.Now. if anvone looks at the vote in
these two elections, he will see tlat it was lot
due to the fact that a very large umiber of those
who lhad ithierto supported Mr. (Gladstone aind his
party had changed tiheir votes in the elections
wlicih tHook place iii the various constituencies iii
the IUnited Kiigdiomî, but that ai large nuimîber .f4
those wIio aliid. iii the previous election, supportedl
him,î ha absta ind fron voting ailtogetiher. We
îmay have this condition of things in this country
you iay have a large number of electors of on1e or
the tier litical party iot lisiosed to change
sides but disposei to witliliold their votes for the
timse being, anl the fact that thel have withheli
their votes brintgs abouit a change ii the coistitu-
tion of the Parliament as complete, and makes the
Parliaent as completely ai rel)resltaLtiVe Lo(dy as
if these voters iad gone to the pols. In soile
instances ,by ittroucing the principle containled
in this l4ill, you wouldil alter the result, andi alter it
iot ins accordance with the interests of the country.
Let mue supse that a large nuiber of persons
wio support onse or the other political party ini
this country were, at. ani election, compelled to
attend the polls. WhIiether these parties vould
spoil their ballots osr whether they would mnai.rk
themu for one of the candidates, would depend very
largelv upon low far their dissatisfation extended.
I, nine eases ont of teni, I will venture to say that1
if a person is compelled to go to. the polls,.amid
actually did go there, lie would not spoil his Vallot.
bunt lie would( give lis vote for the candidâte fromI
whon lie was disposed to withholl thait vote,i
anld thus, hy compelling lhiim to go to the polis
you might in the end produce a diffèrent political
coimi)lexionl ii Parlianment, anîd you mnight give
o a party a political .'ascendaîncy in1 Parl iamuenut

thait. if the electors 'vere left. free t do just
precisely as they desired, wouild have been
different fron .- hat it is tuider ai ileasiure of this
sort. I do .îaiot"see myself, nor have I ever seen,1
how you-are to recoucile comptilsory attendance ati
the poils with the free working of our representa-
tivé systen. I ai of opinion that if you adopt the
rule of ,éxcILI.ling non-resident voters from the
electorpl lists, and if you adopt the principle of
one nian ne vote, then yo1u will have done ail that
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can wvell be done with a view of preventing that
systemu of corrupîtion anl t.îhat large expenliture at
elections whieh my lion. frienl fromn Bellechasso
(Mr. . Aiyot.) pr)>oposes to renedy by thtis neasure.
It is a fact thiat munder the preseit systemn non-resi-
dents do remain upon the electoral lists. and this in
a large e.gree has led to the discussion of this sub..
ject n11111 inducel a. very Ulreat number of the intelli-
gent and thîouglhtful electors of tins count 1- to
subscribe t<u the view.is emboiiled in the lill which
the lion. iî:eiunber inow presents to the luinse. The
sulbject is, however, anl imporltat one m, there is
i umucI to he said on both sides of it, and it uiglt to
lbe verv fuillv coinsidered.

Mr. STAIRS. T'lue hion. gentleman who lias
introdueed the Bill, refers to the large expeinliture
at elections, andit it wouli seem that lie exI)ects to
Ssecure.1 the decrease of this expeiditure. as we ll as
to lrevent corruption at elections, by comîj.elliig
voters to attend at the puolls. .Now. it seeims to.
le that this Bill. if passed, wil ilot haive the
effect of lessei g corruption. It does nlot follow, if
yoi m eaiitcopuiilsoiy for voters to g.) to the polis,
that il every case they willî lot be taken, or if they
lo goi, thîat they will vote. My experieice is that
the parties arc most aixious to bringe voters toa the
Iolls, and generally sicceed in iiiiciing themn to go
and, i uneer'staned, thait is not proposd to iake

i it ai corulpt act tg) bring voters to the pols. There
is inothiig in the Bill that I can see, thaît is going
to prevenit orruption that the presenit law fails tao
prouvie agaist. I umt forwardl tihese viemws very
briefly as a lay iai, and. I think, before suchi a.
radical change is made in the lIectionî law, it shoult
receive very careful consideration.

Mr. COCKBURN. As a laymnan, m ay add
somlething to- wliat lias alrealv beeii saie tIIt seeis
to me that the provisions of this 111ill will be of
peculiar benefit to the rich main, lbecaunse if he
wishes to abstaini fromi voting, he ucan affioird to pay
ite finle of 50, while a poor·manu, if unaîble or un-
willinr o g.o to the poli, and if lhe caînnot affioird to
piay the fine, is Practically disfranchuised foir five
yea(rs or is sent to. gaol ais ai crimninal. Then, 1 van-
not hîelp thinking, fron the littie expmIerience I have
hail in thiese imatters, that provision numbr 2
wouldl tend to brin into existence a class of per-

SOnSi.' w ho wouîîld be a cu'rse to uthe couunitry, naimîely,
peSons Who., by threateiig those wlho hiad failed
to vote, witlh the penalty of S.50, would try to coi.
poind with them for a sumu of mnomney, var'ying from
the full sum of 850 down to whatever they
could extort. It appears to mie that tihis pro-
vision woild tend to ereate the worst chas of
inforimlers, sucli as those who flourishedi in the days
of C hals IlI, and tend to produce more corruption
thai exists uider the preseunt Act. Then, the
question arises. whiat is a valid anid suifficient ex-
cuist ? Now, while we are all willing to do every-
ching that lies in our power to secure purity of
elections, I think it would be very dificult for any
of us to decide what is a valid and sufficient reason.

iWhlau it in.one case would lie a validi an sutfficient
ureasonî might not be so in another case. *Therefore
1 caîniot but think that the provision in section 2,

i whicli, instead of tending to diminiish the bitterness
of party, 'which is already grcat- enough in this
country, woild encourage men to attack a man of

i mneans and worry him into paying J50, is a provi-
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