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IHHOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 22nd April, 1898.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’ciock.

Pravens,

FIRST READING.

Bll'l (No. 122) to incorporate the Supreme
Grand Lodge of the Sons of England Bene-
fit Soclety.—(Mr. Landerkin.)

MANITOBA SCHOOL FUND.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Fleld-
Ing) moved that on Tuesday next the House
resolve itself into committee to conslder the
following resolution : —

That it is expedient to provide that the Gov-
ernor in Council! may, fromn the moneys invested
under the provisions of subsection three of sec-
tion twenty-five of chapter fifty-four of the Re-
vised Statutes of Canada, forming the School
Fund for the province of Manitoba, pay
from time to time to the Jovernment of
Manitoba, on the request of the ®aid Govera-
ment, such sum or sums as the said Governor
in Counecil thinks proper, not exceeding in the
whole the sum of three hundred thousand dolfars,
the sum or sums so paid over to be expended by
tke said Government of Manitoba in the support
and maintenance of the public schools in that
province ; provided always that not more than
two kundred thousand dollars shall te so paid
to the sald Government for the purpose afore-
said during he present calendar year.

Motion agreed to.
IMPORTATION OF ALIEN WORKMEN.

Mr. CLAREKE. Mr. Speaker, before the
Orders of the Day are proceeded with, I
desire {o draw the attention of the Govern-
ment to an article which appeared in the
Toronte “ Evenlng Star ” of Thursday. April
2l. I may say thati the “Star” gives an
Independent support to hon. gentlemen op-
posite. . The sarticle to which I desire to
draw thefir attentlon is one bhaving reference
tc a strike which unfortunately exisis at
the pressnt tlme amongst the employees of
the well-known firm of Messrs. J. D. King
& Co. I do mot propose to enter into the
merits or demerits of the dispute Leyond
expresging the hope, which I believe Is
entertainad by hon. gentiemen on both sides
of this House, that thkis uufortunate strike
may be speedily and satisfaetorfly adjusted.

I desire to draw attention to this article
partlicularly because it conveys the intima-
tion that In endeavouring to overcome the
strikers, the employers are reported to have
sept agents to the other side of the line for
the purpose of obtalning zlien and forelgn
labour to Introduce int{c their factory. I
contend that that is contrary to the spirit

of the legislation enacted at the last seasion
of thls Parliament.

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish to draw the hon.
gentleman’s attention to the prazetlce, that
unless he is golng to move s substantive
motion, bhe can only state such facts as are
necessary to found a question upon; he
cannot make comments.

Mr. CLARKE. If it is necessary, in order
to keep myself in arder, to move the ad-
Journment of the House at this stage, I shail
be very glad to do it; but I understeod
that the custom was for the person who

made that motion, to propose it after having
concluded his remarks,

Mr. SPEAKER. It is customary to make
the motion at the close of the remarks, but
it is customary for the hen. member te in
timate to the Speaker that he inteands te do
so, in order to put himself in order.

Mr. CLARKE. I would be sorry to put
myself out of order, Mr. Speaker, and at
the close of my remarks, I Intend to propese
the motion that the House do now adjourn.
I draw attentlon to this article because it
states that the employers of these men, mem-
bers of the firm of Messrs. J. D. King &
Co., bave sent their agents and representa-
tives to the other side of the Hne for the
purpose of securing the ald and assisiance
of foreigners and allens to help them to
crush their employees ; and, in view of the
legislation that was passed at the last ses-
sion of this House, I taink that at least the
attention of the Governmeat cught to De
drawn to the sction of the employers.. The
article in the * Star* reads as follows :—

They want a DeBarry.—Strikers at King’s object
to United States Workmen being brought hore.
—Aliean Labour now en route.—2rp. King's
View of the Maiter.—He wants ifen and wiii
take ¢the First that Come. : ’ '

tional Union at Lynn, Mass., saying ¢Bet M.
Brown, the foreman at J. D. King's, was thoty
engaging men to come to Toronto, exnd thot B

Brown and his men would probably readh’ Tersh-

B '
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The strikers were early down at the Uniorn Sia-
tion, bui the expected visitors have not yet
arrived. The etrikers’ committee will to-day
seek legal advice as to the alien labour law,
and what action they can take, if any. .

Mr. J. D. King, when, asked this morning if it
was correct that Mr. Brown was away seeking
for men from the other side, replied that even it
it were correct, he did not know that the public
had anything to do with it.

‘“ Al T will eay about it,” said Mr. King, “is
that we are looking for men. It does not matter
to us where they come from. Our factory is
cpen, and, of course, we want men to fill It.
I think I am within my rights there, am I not ?
We are getting men. And we are teaching them,
and so far we are gotting glong very comfort-
ably,” said Mr. King, whe takes the matter
coolly, and went on to speak rather sarcastieaily
of the “ sympathetic cutters,”” as he called them,
who went out to stand in the rain “ from sym-
mmy 11]

‘“ We are the best of friends, all of us. They
are good boys. I think they were foolish for
going out, but we shall fix it up again in time.
It may take three months, perhaps, but we shafi
fix it up as we did before. As for bringing men
here from the States, if they come I shall have
to pay them, and not the public.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that this
dispute between Messrs. J. D. King & Co.
and their employees, Is a domestic dispute,
not an Internatlonal ome ; and that it cam
best be seitled without the ald or Interven-
tlon of these aliens and foreigners. My
opinion Is that thelr importation and thelr
being placed at work in the factory from
which these men have struck, will cause a8
great deal meore frictlon than would other-

wise arise, will delay rather than hasten an

amicable and satlsfactory readjustment of
this dispute ; and will create a more bliter
feeling between the emplovee and the em-
ployer than would otherwise be the case.
The firast sectlon of the Allen Labour Law,
which was passed at the last sesslon of this
Parliament, provided :

From and after the paesing of this Act it shall
be unlawful for any person, company, partner-
alip or corporaticn, in any way to prepay the
transportation, or in any way to assist or on-
courtge the importation of any salien or for-
eigner into Canzda, under centract or agreement,
parole or epocial, express or implied, made pre-

vious o ¢he inwortation or immigration of such
alien or forelgner, to perform labour or =mer-
viee of any kind in Canads.

This Act was placed on the Statute-book, I
understand, to provide against the importa-
tiop of foreigners or allens into Canada
tnder contract when conditions were nor-
mal or ordinary, but there 18 rot a normal
conditfons of things existing now In connec-
‘tion with the firm of J. D. King & Co., and

thetr employees. There i8 an extraordinary

and unfortunste condition of things ex!st-
ing: ﬂwte and if this Parllament thought it
wise and. prudent and just to emact that,
in or&m conditlons, if the Governor In
Qouncll gp decided, a prociamation should
“fssne prohibiting the importation of alien
labourers into Canada to take the place of

 Mr, CLARKBR. |

Canadlaps, surely it is all the mor¢ !ncum-
bent upor us that on such an occasion as
I allude to, the aid or assistance of allens
and foreigners should not be tolerated in
the settlement of this Qispute. The eighth
sectlon of the Alien Labour Act of last ses-
sion provides that :

No proceediags under this Act or prosecutions
fcr violations thereof, shall be instituted with-
nut the consent of the Attorney General of Cau-
ada, or some person duly authorized by him.

I do mnot wish to go further than to draw
the attention of the Government to this un-
fortunate condltion of things which now ex-
ists, and to enter my protest agaipnst per-
mission being given J. D. King & Co., or
any person else, under such clrcumstances,
to call to thelr aid forelgners and aliens
in order to crush out their own men who
have falthfuily worked for them for years.
Knowing the character of many of the em-
ployees of that firm as well as I do, and

knowing also. the high character of their
employers, I am satisfied that a very wide

divergence of oplinion must exist between
them, and I repeat that the bringing In of
these allens will Intensify and embltter the

relations that exist, not only betiween that

firm and its employees, but between em-
ployers and employees generally. If this
allen labour law Is to be of any value, it
should be put into operation or an occasion
of thls kind, and the employer and employees
in this dispute at any rate, should be per-
mitted to settle thelr grlevances amongst
themselves. Those who are out on strike,
fighting for what they believe to be justlce,
should not be handicapped, as they undeubi-
edly wili be, by our allowing the importa-

tlon of men who probably canncot speak

the language which is spoken here, in crder
that the employees may be able to crush out
their operatives. I move that the House de
now adjourn.

Mr. WALLACE. Some time ago, during
the present sesslon, the guestion was asked
of the Government whether any steps had
been taken to bring this law into foree,
which requires, as the previous speaker bhas
sald, that no proceedings under this Act or
prosecution for violation thereof shall be
instituted wlthout the consent of the At-
torney Gemnera! of Canada or scme person
duly authorlzed by him. The question was
asked of the Govemment, and the hon. Min.
ister of Marlne and Fisherles told the House
that steps had been taken in acecordance
with that provislon. Now we sare brought
face to face with the facis as detalled by
the hon. member for West Toronto (Mr.
Clarke), and which we find in all the papers.
I read in the Toronte “ Evening Telegram "
of yesterday the following :—

The pesition of affairs between J. D. King & Co.
and the iocked-out shoemakers is becoming more
sericus. This morning the executive committee of
the men received a telegram from their chief
officers in Baston to the effect that Superintend-
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et Brown had engaged a number of Amarican
workmen, who are leaving for Toronto to-dsy.

This is evidently inr direct violation of this
Act. We would like to know from the Gov-
ernment what steps they have taken to
bring this Aect into force. or whether pro-
ceedings will be taken. The lon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Loais Davies).
when making the statement he did to the
House, gave us no particulars, but said
that proceedings were being taken and that
the Government were doing something. We
want to know now what they have done
cr, ip the circumstances as detailed in the
}ress in the case of the leck-out or the strike
against J. D. King & Co., what the Gov-
ernm?2nt propose to do. I think this import-
ation of alien labour, under the circumsian-
ces, is an outrage. The condition has been
accepted by the House, the Government
c¢nd the country, that while the United
States Government raises the highest barrier
against Canadians going into the United
States, even when no such >ircumstances
such as those existing in Toronto, prevail.
¢ven when no strike is taking pisce, but
it is the case simply of people passing back-
wards and forwards in search of employ-
ment—while such Canadians are met by
the officers of the United States Government
and not permitited to remain in the United
States, we prohibit the employment of aliens
here. In this instance, a flagrant violation
of ocur Act occurs. Superintendent Brown
of J. D. King & Co., goes to Bosion, be-
cause there is a strike on in Toronto, and
engages a lot of American workmen to take
the place of Canadians. What is the re-
sult ? Those Canadians are thrown out of
employment, they cannot go to the United
States, because the American laws prohibit
them even to seek employment there, and
yet despite the law upon our Statute-book,
those things are allowed to take place. I
am sorry to say that I think the Government
have been nregligent in their duty. I know
that last year members of the Government
expressed thelr hostility to this Act. T
know that some of them said they would
take good care it was not carried into effect,
g0 far at least as some portions of the
Dominfon vwere concerned, perhaps their own
provinces. But this {8 the law that Parlia-
ment placed upon the Statute-book. and the
Government is bound to name those officers
who are empowered to prosecute under this
Act. T would like to know who the officer
having such power is, whether he has been
instructed to carry out this law, and whether
ibe law is being enforced to-day. when all
the circumstances demand its rigid and pro-
per enforcement.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). My hon. friend seems to think that
a proclamation is necessary or some action
on the part of the Government in order to
give vitality to the Act of last sesaion, which
seeks to prohibit the importation, under con-

127

tract, of foreign labour. Permit me, then, to
say that there is no such provision as that
in the Act, but on the contrary, when the
Act was passed on the 29th June, 1897. it
then became in full force and spoke at that
moment in every part of Canada. That Act
is in force in Toronto to-day and it is quite
competent for any citizen to call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Justice to any sup-
posed violation of its principles, and theve-
upon it will be his duty, either to institute
proceedings or give consent to proceedings
being instituted by a private citizen. I am
told that in all cases where any alleged vio-
lation of the Act has been brought to the
attention of the Minister of Justice, steps
have been taken to apply the Act.

An hon. MEMBER. Where ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. At
Windsor and along the frontier. At all
events, I am told that all cases brought to
the attention of the Minister of Justice have
been dealt with according to the spirit of
this Act, and if my hon. friend finds that
the charge in the * Star” newspaper and
others are well founded, I assure him the
department will, as in the past, be equal to
the occasion and apply the Act according to
its Intent.

Mr. MacLAREN. I have had a great many
communications from Stratford and different
poinrts complaining about the non-enforce-
ment of the alien labour law. People of my
riding have asked me frequently te urge
upon the House the enforcement of that
law. In Stratford, which is a very large
railway centre, a great number of the rail-
way men have been dismissed and their
places filled by Americans, and they cannot
fay a word about it. There is no law to
protect such men. These men, who have
their homes and their wives and families
there, and who have spent their lives in the
employ of these large corporations, should
have more protection. They urge upon me
every time I go home to do something io
have this law enforced. I agree with every-
thing the hon. gentleman for West Toronto
(Mr. Clarke) has said, and 1 would like to
see something done whereby Canadian work-
men could be protected, and I shall be
pleased to do everything in my power to
assert in peassing a law of this kind.

Mr. COWAN. As I was the party who
introduced this Bill last session, I desire to
say a wor,q. Clause 8 of this Act reads:

N» proceeding under this Act or prosecution
for violation thereof shall be instituted without
the consent of the Attorney General or of some
person duly authorized by him. '

Residing, a8 I do, in the city of Windsor,
immediately on the American frontier I ap-
plied after the close of last session of Parlia-
ment to the Minister of Justice to autho-
rize some perscn in. that eity who could
zive consent for prosecutions under the Act,

R
REVISED BEDITION.
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and thus save the inconvenience, if incon-
venlence it might be, of applying to the
Minister of Justice for a special permit,
I must say that the Department of Justice
immediately responded te that request,
and Mr. Kenning, the collector of irland
. revenine at Windsor, was duly appointed.
And, from the time the Act came into force,
at all events since the close of iast session.
there has not been in the county of Essex
one single Canadian citizen turned back
from the city of Detroit. So far as the
locality I represent and the locality I live
in I8 concerned, the Act has been a decided
success. And, no doubt, if the hon. mem-
ber for Perth (Mr. MacLaren) and other
hon. gentlemen opposite wno are so anxious
to find fault with the Bill, had made ap-
plicaticn to have a person appointed, I have
no doubt they would have met with the
same kind consideration at the hands of
the Government as I have met with.

Mr. CLANCY. It is a well known fact
that ope member of the Government was
hostile to this Bill when it was before the
House. The Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles (Sir Louis Davies) took very stroog
ground agaipst it, and, in order that it
should not apply geperally he tied it up
with g0 many restrictions s¢ as to make it
almost inoperative. Now, it seems to ine
that it was the duty of the Government to
appoint officers to put the law in force in!
these localities, at least, where there was

desire of this country to trocuble our neigh-
bour3 across the border more than we cap
heip. We want to deal with them much
as they deal with us. Now, they happen to
have a man acting for them at Buffalo who
acts very meanly with some of our people
crossing at that particular point, but, at
Windsor, where we have the honour of
living, our people go to Detroit and work
all day, some 600 or 700 of them, and re-
turn at night. These people spend their
money ia our country. And we allow the
American people to come over to our s.de.
They have about 150 or 160 coming over
daily to Windsor to work. And so, we
have reciprocity in this matter. There is
no trouble at our point. If our interesis
were entrusted to a person who would nag
at the Americans there is no doubt the day
would not be far distant when our people
working in the States would be deprived
of that privilege. Our ycung men cress to
the United States and work in any portion of
it and come back when they see fit. There
are isolated cases concerning which some
complaint could be made, but, as a general
thing, we have reciprocity in reference to
labour at the particular point where we live,
and we should be the losers and not the
gainers if the law were carried out to the
very letter. The appointment made by the
Government is well made, the gentleman
who has been appointed is a prudent man,
a careful man, and one holding a high posi-
tion ; and he would not do anything that is

not a Minister opposing it. As it has neot
been dome, however, it has been almost a |
dead letter on the Statute-books. Why shouid !
there be this restriction in regard to an|
Act which may need to be put in force
every day, almost every hour, particularly
on the frontier ? The hon. member for
Essex (Mr. Cowan), it appears, succeeded in
getting the consent of the Government to
the enforcement of the law. I do not say
that that comsent would have been denied
in any case, but I say it should nost be
placed under such restrictions as te re-
quire the assent of the Minister of Justice.
If the Act is to have any force, let us not
have all this machinery of applying to the
Minister of Justice, and so0 on, but let officers
be appointed to carry out the law. 1[I say
without hesitation that if this law is not to
be a sham and meockery so far as it affects
the working people of Canada, these re-
gtrictions upon its operation must be re-
moved. I say that the Gevernment are at

fault and must stand convicted of having!

hampered the Act, so long as it stands in
the present position.

Mr. McGREGOR. In answer to the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy), I will
Just sgy tbhat. in my opinion, it is very
well that the Government should keep their
hands on this iaw, and that their appoint-
ments under it should be made with great
care. The appeintment made in our city
has glven satisfaction. It is not the

Mr. COWAN.

.

not fair and just t¢ the other country.

Mr. McCLEARY. 1 do not think it canm
be pretended that the half-hearted manner
in which this law was placed on the Statute-
book, though with the consent of the Gov-
ernment last year, has met the expectations,
much less gained the approbation, of the
people who are directly interested in this
matter. Yesterday I gave pnotice of Some
questions relative to this very subject, which
questions, I presume, will come up on 3Mon-
day or Tuesday. The hon. member for
North Essex (Mr. McGregor) has told us
that at ibe city of Buffalo the Americans
have appointed a man who does not do the
right thing by Canadians. We have very
great compiaint to make against the en-
forcement of the alien labour law against
Canadians on the frontier in my riding. I
have here a letter which I received yester-
day, part of which I will read :

Ask the Government agaln what their inten-
tions are ia regard to the Alien Labour law. It
is reported here that Mr. Spain, of Bridgeburgh,
bhas been appointed as an officer to enforce the
law, to take effect on the first of April, but
nothing has been done up tc the present. Men
are coming here every day from Buffalo, and
doing little jobs of work, while cur men &re left
; idle  Italians are coming over every day In
i scuads to work in the stone quarries at Ridge-
! way, while harily a Caradian can get work there.
i The American foreman informed Mr. Rathbun
; they can get plenty of their own men to look
after without employing any Canadians.
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This exists with us as a grievance, not only ! the House, which was controlied by the Gov-
with reference to labour generaliy, but also: ernment having a majority on that commit-
in connection with the raiilway employees, ! tee. They reported the Bill to the House, &
as referred to by the hon. member for Perth: Bill that I did not agree to, because I said
(3Mr. MacLaren). Our Canadians are sent then, as I say now, that it was practically
back from Buffalo unless they move their unworkable. It was not jvhat the Prime
families over and become citizens. They K Minister promised this country, a copy of
cannot go over there and work and stiil: the American Bill. I bhave introduced this
live in Canada, while men come over every { year, and I hope to reach it next Monday
day from Buffalo o get work that should be night, a copy of the American Bill, word for
given to the Canadian people. Surely, if the! word. containing some eighteen clauses, a
law is worth putting on the Statute-book, it duplicate of all the American laws. The
is worth carrying out. Take a little village first Bill that was introduced was the Am-
like Fort Erie, where I do not believe they ' erican law then, which has, however, been
have a single lawyer—somebody should be; amended by two or three Bills since. These
there to lock after the matter and see that amendments I have consolidated in the Bill
the law is enforced. I have never asked thef which is now on the Order Paper. I have
Minister of Justice to take action in this re- here a copy of the American Acts, which
gard, because 1 never felt that there was . was sent to the manager of the Canada Car-

any need of it—

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Hear, hear.

Mr. McCLEARY. 1 never felt there was
any need of it, so far as I was concerned.
I fully expected that the law would be
enfeorced just as other laws are enforced
by officials appointed for that purpose.
should not be incumbent upon the repre-
sentatives of the people to see to the cn-
forcement of such a law as this, it should
Le enforced in its entirety without the need
of action on our part. 1 trust that the dis-

cussion brought on by the hon. member for!
West Toronto (Mr. Clarke) will be produec-.

tive of good, and that the Government will
see that it is their duty to carry out the law
properly and effectively.

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 would like to ask the re-
presentative of the Attorney General, whom
I am pleased te see in his place, to inform
the House how many prosecutions have tak-
en place under the Act that was placed on
the Statute-book last year. It is well known
we have read it in the papers, that Cana-
dians have been daily deported from the
United States., though it may not take place
where the hon. member for Essex (Mr.
‘Cowan) resides. Even Canadian nurses in
the hospitals over in the United States, dur-
ing the past year, have been deported from
that country. We know also that many
cases have happened in Canada where Am-
ericans were brought in to take the place of
Canadians, concerning which complaints
have been long and ioud in the press. but no
heed has been taken to them, so far as [
know, by the Attorney General, or any other
person for him. For some years I have had
something to de¢ with drawing the attemtion
of the House and ceuntry to this matter, and
two sessions ago I recelved a promise that at
the ensning session.I would have an oppor-
tunity of introcducing & Bill, and that such
Bill would be passed word for word like the
American Biil. We all know that when the
nesgion was called together, another Bill was
put in ahead of mine on the Order paper ; it
was read and referred to a sub-committee of

1273

it

‘ riage Company, at Brockville, who wrote to
‘the Treasury Department at Washington to
i know whether, if they established a factory
| on the American side of the river and em-
ployed American labour te run it there, it
i would be lawful for them to send their sup-
! erintendent over the river from Brockrville
‘one day in the week. or occasionally, te sup-
erintend tiie work there. This is the reply
they received from the Treasury Department
at Washington :

I am in receint of your com.nunication of the
! 23rd instant, addressed to the Honourable the
Secretary of the Treasury, in which you state
your firm is considering the matter of establish-
ing a branch in Morristown, a small place di-
rectly opposite Brockville, in the United States,
and requesting to be advised whether it would be
in violation of our laws for the department to
accord vou the privilege of sending at certain
times your superintendent and foreman, and oc-
casionally some skiiled workmen acrcss the river
daily to perform service in this country.

In reply, I call your attention to the Acts ap-
proved February 26, 1885, February 23, 1887, and
March 3, 1891, inclosed herewith, from which it
appears that this department cannot grant the
privilege desired, and that the action as con-
templatel by you, if carried out, would be In
violation of the law.

They inclosed copy of the Act of February
26th, 1885. The Act on the Statute-book in
Canada is simply a copy of that Act, but it
was amended so as to make it unworkable
except by the action of the Attorney Gen-
eral. Then the Americans amended their
Act in 1887, and again in 1891. The Act now
on the Canadian statutes does not include
the amendment of 1887, nor the amend-
ments of 1891, coples of which I held in my
hand. Upon reading them it will be seen
that a Canadiap cannot pessibly go over
there to work, as the letter from the de-
partment says it would be a violation of the
law ; but there is nothing in the Canadian
law to prevent an American from coming
over here to work. 'The hon. member for
‘Essex says that they do come. because they
have reciprocity up there where he lves.
Last year the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries took & vetry active part when the
Bill was before the Committee, having 1t

R
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s¢ modified as to make it practically unwork-
able. On that occasion, when the hon. mem-
ber for Essex stated that 1606 went over from
Canada and about 600 came in from the
United States to work here—

Some hon. MEMBERS.. The other way.

Mr. TAYLOR. Well, reverse that—600
Caradlans went over to work in the United
States, and 160 came from the United States
to work in Canada, and that statement ap-
peared to meet with the approval of the Min-

ister of Marine and Fisheries, because he

. asked my hon. friend to repeat it the second
time so that the House and the galleries
might hear it; and he winked at the hon.
"member for North Simecoe (Mr. McCarthy)
as if to say: I made a point in bringing that
out. However, I want the Prime Minister
now to redeem his pledge that he gave to
this House and to this country that he would
place on our Statute-boock a duplicate of the
Ameriean law that I hold in my hand. Such
a Bill is now before the House, and I hope
that before the session is closed the Prime
Minister will take it up and place it en the
Government Orders, and see that it becomes
law,

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member must
not take advantage of this motion to discuss
an order which he has himself on the paper.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I am through
now. I omnly ask that that pledge be re-
deemed and that the Bill now before the
House may bécome law, but not such a law
as we have now, which has been complained
of by my hon. friend from Toronto (Mr.
Clarke, a law that is being violated in his
city, in the case of the strikes now taking
piace, by J. D. King & Co.

The PRIME MINISTER. 1 have only te
say to my hon. friend, in answer to the latter
part of his remarks, although they were
out of order, that I expect this Bill of his
will come up for discussion on Monday, and
then we will have an opportunity of discuss-
ing the subject.

Mr. BRITTON. According to the state-
ments of the hon. member for West Toronto
(Mr. Clarke), it would seem clear that a vio-
lation of the law has been committed, ap-
parently by ome of cur Canadians, who Is
perfectly responsible and able to pay the
penalty that the statute imposes for such
violation. Now, this is not a question of the
‘Government’s policy at all. Therefore, there
geems hardly any reason why the hon. gen-
tleman should bave broughkt this question
‘up on a2 motion to sdjcurn, when the Orders
of the NDay were called. unless, apparently,
hie desired toc make a peint against the Gev-
ernment, that they were in some way remiss
in enforeing the legislation theat is on thel
Statute-book. Now, if this firre has viclated
the law in question, a simple remedy seems
open to the hon. member. or to any one
elae, to secure redress. All he had to do

Mr. TAYLOR. i

was to apply to the Attorney General to put
the law in motion, and if he declined to take
action, either the hon. member himself or
any one else who is interested ir having
the law enforced, is entitled to start a pro-
secution. There is a plain law on the Sta-
tute-book that would cover what my hon.
friend says has been done in Toronto, a
heavy penaity is attached to the violation
of that law. The Attorney General on his
own motion might enforce the remedy, or
he might authorize the hon. member for To-
ronto, or any other person interested in the
enforcement of labour laws in Toronto or
elsewhere, to take action and sue for a pen-
aity. I submit, that the hon. gentleman has
not any grievance, nor is there any griev-
ance because of what has been dene. If
there is a violation, a plain remedy is pro-

-vided, a remedy within the reach of any per-

son. He may apply to the Attorney General
i0 gct in his own name, or if the Attorney
General declines, then such person may in-
stitute proceedings on his own behalf.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member who
has just spoken (Mr. Britton) thinks it is
competent for any one to commence an ac-
tion under this Act, but he evidently over-
looks clause 8, which says

No prozeedings under this Act, or prosecutions
for violation thereof, shall be instituted without
tbe cens21t of the Attorney General or some per-
scn duly autaorized by him.

If I am correct]y informed, and I think I
am, the labour unions protested against that
clause of the Aect, and claimed that in the
event of its passing, it would make the Act
inoperative. - As evidence of that it need
only be mentioned that the labour uniens of
Toronto have already consulted counsel as
to how far they can proceed under the Act.
If it was clear to them, they would not taks
the trouble to do so, but it is claimed they
feel unable to take the action they think
they should adopt in defence of their own
interest on account ¢f this obnoxious clause.
If the Act was intended to be operative,
why should not the position be the same
as that under any other Act, and any citizen
be able te avail himself of it and institute
proceedings under it. In order to put the
law in motion, why should it be necessary
te obtain leave from the Attorney General?
The Atiorney General does not give his
consent In advance o the law being applied
in any part of the country, and so the hon.
member for Essex (Mr. McGregor) applied
te have some person appointed to carry out
the Act, but it turned out tliat it was merely
to wink at violations of the law. I thought
it was a-very strange position for the repre-
gentative of the Attorney General to occupy,
| to know the law was violated and not inter-
fere. A similar position ": occupied by the
hon. member for Toronto, who justifies this
law, if I understand him ccrrectly. 1 take
it that the aim is to appoint some few offi-
cers favourable to their views and who wiil
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wink at violations of the law. This law
should be made applicable to every part of
the country, and any citizen be able to take
proceedings under it.

Mr. McGREGOR. So they can.

Mr. SPROULE. They cannot without
the permission of the Attorney General has|
been obtained.

Motion to adjourn, negatived.

SUPPLIES FOR THE NORTH-WEST
MOUNTED POLICE.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Yesterday my hon. friend from !
Montreal Centre (Mr. Quinn), who is not in
Fis seat, put a question with respect to a
letter he had received from a friend with
respect to a contract which had been given.
to a Chicago firm for supplies for the
Mounted Police. The hon. gentleman read
a newspaper extract to this effect: “ A big
contract for feeding the North-west Mounted
Police has been awarded to Libbey, McNeill
& Libbey. canners and packers.” I asked
the hon. gentleman to send me the extract
so that I might be able to make inquiries,
and I am now in position to tell him that|
there is not a word of foundation for this!
paragraph.

POSTAGE BILL.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I desire to]
ask the Postmaster General whether. in
view of the discussion that will ensue on the
Bill to amend the Post Office Aet. hon.
members might be furnished, so that the
question might be intelligently discussed,
with the names of all publications enjoying
free transmission throughout the country.
their weights and the nature of such pub-
iications. I strongly favour the Bill re-
imposing postage on these papers, and I
think it would be well if the Postmaster
General, prior to the discussion, would lay
this information on the Table, so that we
may thoroughly understand what we are
Going in discussing the Bill.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL Mr.|
Mulock). I will endeavour to meet the
hon. gentleman’s wishes at the earliest pos-
sible moment. I think it is proper that the
information should be furnished in reason-
able time before the Bill is discussed. and,
*herefore, I promise not to bring on the
Bill for second reading until I have had
&n opportunity of meeting the hon. gentle-
man’s wishes, or if I am not able to do so,
of informing the House of that fact. I am
not able to say whether all the informa-|
tion desired is procurable in the department,
but all there is will be placed within the
reach of hon. members.

‘Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The other day,
when the hon. Postmaster General Intro-

i letters.
! remember that we spoke about foreign let-
{ ters, and it would ‘be a very great conven-

rwere two sets of

‘duced the Bill, I suggested to him that it
.would be convenient if he submitted the

financial scheme so far as he could obtain

| it from the department in order that we

might be able to ascertain what his officials
consider would be the gain to the depart-
ment from the re-imposition of stamps on
newspapers, and also in regard to the
change with respect to stamps on foreign
The hon. Postmaster General will

ience to members io know exactly the hon.
gentleman’s estimate of the amount that
will have to be made up by charging 5 cents
instead of 3 cents.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman has asked for information on
two points. One is strictly applicable to
the Bill to which he alludes, and that infor-
mation I will endeavour to furnish to him
in ample time before the discussion of the
Bill. The other refers to infoermation. which
I fail to see has any connection with the
Bill itself. In case the hon. gentleman

thinks it has any connection, 1 will endea-

vour to meet his view on that point.
ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

The House again resolved itself into com-

| mittea on Bill (No. 16) to repeal the Elec-
| toral Franchise Act and to further amend

the Dominion Elections Act.

(In the Committee.)
On section 3,

Mr. McecDOUGALL. Before you left the
Chair last evening, Mr. Chairman, I met
the argument made by the hon. members
from Nova Scotia on the other side of the
House with respect to_ what they con-
tended was the universal practice under
the Act there with respect to the preparation
of the lists, and in support of the explana-
tion I made to the House. I will now take
the liberty of quoting the Act. There
lists prepared by the
revisors under the old Act before 18S3.
namely, for provincial and Dominion elec-
tions. In 1871 the local legislature passed
a disqualifying Aect. That Act was read
to the committee by the hon. member for
Richmond (Mr. Gillies) yesterday. In 1871,
this Parliament passed what was called an
interim election Act and clause 4 of that
Act provides as follows :—

4. All persons nominated as revisers, under
cbapter 28 of the Acts of the legislature of
Nova Scotia, passed in the year 1863, intituled :
“ An Act to fegulate the Elections of Members to
serve in the General Assembly,” shall, in the
present year, 1871, within three months after
the passing of this Act, and in any future year

~at the time of their preparing the annual list of

electors qualified to vote at elections of members
of the General Assembly, prepare also and file
with the clerk of the peace, a like alphabetical
list of electors qualified to vote at elections of
members to serve in the House of Commons of
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Cansda, by adding to the lists of voters for
members of the General Assembly the names of
all officials and employees of the Dominion Gov-
ernment qualified to vote at elections of members
of the General! Assembly under the laws in force
fn Nova Scotia on the 1st day of July, 1867, but
who may have been disqualified by any ‘Act of
the legislature of the province passed after the
sajd day. The lists first made shall form the
register of electors of members of the House of
Commons until the next year’s lists shall be
mwade and perfected and the provisions of sec-
tions 25, 26 and 27, respectively, of the said
chapter shall be held applicabie to such future
lists. For any neglect or wilful breach of duty
under this section the revisers shall be subject to
the like penalties prescribed in section 24 of the
said chapter.

Now, Mr. Chairman, when 1 spoke last
night, it was from memory, because I had:
sent to the Library for the Act of 1871, but
could not get in. The hon. member from Yar-
mouth (Mr. Flint), the hon. member for

; patrick).

Halifax (Mr. Russell), and, if I mistake not,
the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. McLen-
nan) made the statement to the House last |
nright, that there was only one set of lists :
made out, and that one set of lists madeg
out by the revisers was used for Dominion :
elections and for provincial elections alike. |
My object is simply to call the attention of :
the House to the fact which I have men-;
tioned, and to show that I was speaking i
from the authority of the Act. Before tak-
ing my seat, I wish to call the attention of
the Solicitor General and the other lawyers:
in the House to section 41 of the British

North America Act. It reads as follows :—

4]1. Until the Parliament of Canada otherwice
provides all laws in force in the several pro-
vinces at the unfon relative to the following mat-
ters, or any of them, namely : the qualifications
and disqualifications of persons to be elected or to
8it or vote as members of the House of Assembly
or Legisiative Assembly in the several provinces,
the voters at elections of such members, the oaths
to be taken by voters, the returning officers,
their powers and duties, the proceedings at elec-
tions, the periods during which elections may
be continued, the trial of controverted electious,
and proceedings incident thereto, the vacating
of seats of members, and the execution of new
writs in czse of seats vacated otherwise than by
dissolution, shall respectively apply to elections
cf members to serve in the House of Commons
for the same several provinces.

I am not a lawyer, and it is hardly neces-
sary for me to say so, but I would like to
get the opinion of the hon. the Solicitor
General and other hon. members who are
lawyers, on this point: As to whether this
Parliament has tiic power now, after hav-
ing in the year 1885 adopted a law of this
Parliament for the purpose of governing all
the federsal elections throughout Canada, and
which took the place of the then existing pro-
vinecial 1aws; I ask now, whether this Parlia-
ment has the power to go back again to the
provincial laws for the purpose of elections
to this House ? Can this Parliament now
saddle on the provincial auntheritice the ob-

Mr. McDOUGALL.

ligations to take any part in the preparation
or the carrying out of the laws which ap-
nertain tv the election of members to this
House ? Section 41 of the British North
America Act, it will be remembered, dis-
tinctly says:

Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides.

I take it, from that section, that after the
Parliament of Canada did provide, then the
Parliament of Canada, if it complies with
the provisions of section 41 of the British
North America Act, canaot go back and ex-
act from the provincial or municipal au-

| thorities the service in regard to Dominion

elections which this Bill casts upon them.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
That is a question of very con-
siderable importance, and I expected to hear
it asked in the course of this debate. At the
proper time, T will be prepared to discuss it
at greater Jength ; but for the time being I
may say, that, after having considered that
question, I believe that we can adopt the
provincial franchises. Of course, under our
view of the case, we are not giving the local
legislatures the power to make our fran-
chises ; we are simply adopting for our pur-
poses the franchise they use for theirs. In
that view, we do not, in my judgment, come
into contact with this section of the British
North America Act. The position, as I view

i it, is absolutely the same as if we took the

provincial franchises and incorporated them
in our Bill.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). If my hon. friend
(Mr. Firzpatrick) did that, then he would
make the creation of this new part of our
constitution fixed and permanent. The ques-
tion put by my hon. friend (Mr. McDougally
is this : That, inasmuch as the Rritish North
America Act, which is our written constitu-
tion, provided that we should, at a certain
time, create a law in accordance with the
41st section of the British North America
Act, and that, as we have created that law,
then it is part of our written constitution,
and cannot be changed. I understood the
hon. Solicitor Gemneral to say, that he an-
ticipated that question would arise in the
debate. If you adopt the provincial fran-
chises, as they are to-day, you make them
a part of our constitution, so far as that sec-
tion is concerned.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to call
the attention of the hon. Solicitor General
to another section of the Act which it might
be important for him to consider in conjunc-
tion with the one I have already indicated.
I refer to section 92, on exclusive powers of
the provinecial legislatures. These include :
‘“ direct taxation within the province in or-
der to the raising of a revenue for provin-
cial purposes,” *“the establishment and
tenure of provincial officers, and the ap-
pointment and payment of provincial offi-
cers.” They are provincial officers who have



4045

[APRIL 22, 1898]

4046

the obligation now of preparing the local
1ists ; and the question in my mind is, what
right has this Parliament to direct the work
of these provinciai officers ? There 18 no
provision for their payment by this Parlia-
ment, and there i3 no provision for & separ-
ate and distinct sppointment. They are
only referred to as cificers of the provincial
legislature, whether appointed by the pro-
vincial legislature or by the munmnicipalities
acting under an Act of the provincial legis-
lature. ‘Then, there is : “ the imposition of
punishment by fine, penalty or imprisonment
for enforcing any law of the province made
in relation to any matter coming within
any of the classes of subjects enumerated
in this section.” The provinclal Act provides
for the punishment of any local ofiicial for

refusing or neglecting to perform any of the |

duties this Parliament is placing upon him.
I would like the hon. Solicitor General te
consider this section of the Act in conjunc-:
tion with the other one to which I referred.

Mr. KAULBACH. 1 feel it my duty as a
Nova Scotian and representing a constitu-
ency in that province, to offer & remark or
two. I have no hesitation in stating that
tkis Franchise Bill is most unpopular, as it
does not meet the wishes of the honest, un-
biased, and intelligent electorate ofi this
country, inasmuch as it does net grant to
every elector of the Dominion, at least so;
far as Nova Scotia is concerned, that free-
dom of thought and action, that right of
citizenship, that freedom of loyalty and de-
votion to national sentiment and feeling
that should possess an independent spirit, |
when it rejects, restricts, or rather deprives
& veter of his right of franchise so dear to
him, because, forgooth, he is the incumbent
of a certain office under the Crown,

The most disgraceful part is that appended
1o this Bill as a memorandum to provincial
laweg, in which Nova Scotia is ecoupled under
the heading of * Disqualification of Voters,”
which reads as follows :—

Revised Statutes chap. 4, sec. §7.

Any one who within fifteen days before the
election was an employee, or in the receipt of
wages or emoluments of any kicd as such em-
ployee, in the post office, the customs-house,
the Inland Revenue Department, the lighthouse
service, on the Government rallrcads, in the
. Crown lands office or the local pubiic works and
mines, but nothing in section to extend toc con-
tractors to furnish materiais for Government
rallroads, or to perform any other epecific con-
tract in respect of the same or tc any person
who may have been employed by the day tem-
rorarily te repair railroads, or to any postmastar,
post office keeper, way office keeper or mail
coutrier.

Is it fair or just to discriminate in this way,
and thereby deprive a class of voters of thelr
just franchise, of their right of citizenship,
and their freedom to exercise their views as
they consider in the best interests of the
country ? It certainly is not, and the intelli-
gent electorate will decide against it. This

class of men as a rule are more intelligent
and better capable of discriminating be-
tween right and wrong than most others. 1
say to allow tbis clause 67 of chap. 4 of the
Revised Statutes of Nova Scotia to remain
on the statute-books, is an insult to the in-
telligent electerate, a menace upen the civil
rights of the pecple of the country, more
particularly upon Nova Scotia, an exhibition
of cowardice, a legacy of lasting disgrace to
the legislature of Nova Scotia, and a stain
on the pages of history. The hon. Minister
{ of Finance will surely not say that this sec-
| tion as referred to does not disfranchise this
class of people who should be voters. They
have been disfranchised since 1871, and this
Act has operated against them in Nova
Scotia ever since, so far as the provincial
elections are concerned, and to repeal the
'present Franchise Act of 1885 and adopt
lthe present provincial Act will be infamous,
rand an outrage upen this class of people,
'numbering about one thousand.

Now, I ask, is 1t fair to still continue this

clause in the Nova Scotia Act and make it
operative against this class of intelligent and
valuable citizens, depriving white men of
their rights of citizenship and giving it to
Indians ? Whilst I do not object to the latter,
I certainly do consider the white men should
'be placed on an egual footing. The hon.
rMinister of Finance says these officers as
. named in the clause of the Act referred to
will appear in the revised list as voters as
| well as others, which may be true, or it may
fnot, but sc long as this clause which 1 have
;referred to should remain unrepealed, their
i names if on the voters’ list can be expunged,
tand will be before the list passes into the
i returning officer’s hands, and if not then,
they certainly will be when the elector ap-
pears at the polls, as the agent or Inspector
{of a candidate will require each perscn so
i registered to take the cath. I do urge and
am most sincere in my request that the Gov-
ernment adopt manhood suffrage, and the
infliction of a heavy penalty upon any per-
son offering or receiving a bribe to vote,
and I particularly ask that the Government
will see proper to inflict a heavier penalty
on officials found mutilating or manipulat-
ing ballots, or caught at any other infringe-
‘ment of the election law. Dismissal from
office would be too trivial. 1 weuld say they
be disfranchised, and imprisoned for a
period not exceeding five years.

Amendment (Mr. Heyd) re Indians, nega-
tived.

Mr. RUSSELL. 1 wish to move an amend-
ment for the purpose of removing any doubt
that . may exist regarding the qualification
of Dominion officials in the province of
Nova Scotia or any of the other provinces.
There is no doudbt that persons who may not
be qualified to vote in previnclal elections,
for reasens which do not and ought not to
apply to their qualification to vote in a
Dominion election, should not, on account of
their pmvineial disqualiﬂcatlon, be deprived ,
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from voting in the Dominion elections. 1
wish to move an amendment that will re-
move any doubts that may exist in this re-
spect. I am not at all sure that, as regards
the province of Nova Scotia such an amend-
ment is necessary at all. It certainiy was
not supposed that such amendment would be
required. It was certainly explained by the
hon. Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding),
the other night, in the course of the debate
on the main question, that it was not the
intention—and nobody assumed that it was—
cf this Bill that officials of the Dominion
Government should not be qualified to vote
at an election for members of the Dominion
Parliament. But, at the same time, it is
quite possible that, in the terms in which
the BIill is drafted, it might have the effect
of throwing a doubt, at all events, upon the
qualification of that class of persons to vote.
I do not for a moment think that the gen-
eral principle upon which this Bill is found-
ed will be at all affected by the amendment
I intend to move. The general principle of
the Bill is that it is desirable that we should
adopt, in a general way and for general
purposes, the same kinds of franchise as
exist in the various provinees. The genera!
principle is that the various provinces are
better qualified to pass general judg-
ments in respect of the classes of persons
who should exercise the franchise than this
Parliament is. For instance, in some of the
provinces a woman-rights movement might
have acquired a momentum which it had
not in the others. In some particular pro-
vince, the general feeling might be that it
was  an injustice that women should not
have the right to vote, whereas in the other
provinces an entirely opposite opinion might
- prevail, and it might be very repulsive to the
general sentiment of those other provinces
that women should he enfranchised. The
principle of the Bill is that if there should
exist those large divergences of opinion
amongst the different provinces, we should
respect them and adopt the general doe-
trines and principles which underlie the
provisions of the franchise Acts in those
various provinces. But if you find exception-
al cases, like this which has existed in Nova
Scotia since 1871, if you find that for cer-
tain reasops it has seemed good to the peo-
ple of that province that certain par-
ticular classes of voters, who wauld be
perfectly competent and ought to vote in
Dominion elections, were, for some special
reasong, not qualified and could not safely
be trusted with the franchise in the provin-
cial elections, it is not at all against the
general principle of this Bill that we should
provide for those exceptions and not dis-
franchise for Dominion purpcses those who
for good reasons might be disfranchised for
local purposes. A similar condition might
exist in the provinces of Quebec, British
Columbia, Manitoba or elsewhere. The
-gole purpose of the amendment is to pro-
vide for those exceptional cases, which can

Mr. RUSSELL.

be consistently provided for, even assuming
the general principle to remain intact in the
large, namely, that we are adopting for the
purpose of our Dominion franchise the gener
al principles and sentiments with reference
to the right to vote which are-entertained in
the various provinces. This is not time to ex-
patiate on that general principle. We are
supposed to have got past it. and therefore
I think it was entirely out of place, at this
stage of the BIill. in committee, to make
orations ou constitutional questions such as
we iwrere entertained with by members on
the other side of the House. I thought we
had discussed all that before we got into
committee. We are now discussing simply
the dull prosaic but necessary questions of
detail for the working out of the general
principle which this House resolved upon
when we went into committee on this Bill

Mr. MCINERNEY. Yhom doas the hon.
gentleman blame for the constitucional dis-
quisitions that took place ? His hon. leader
began the discussion.

Mr. RUSSELL. 1 beg the hen. gentle-
man’s pardon. He simply made a reply
to the hon. gentleman’s disquisition and paid
much more attention to it than I thought
it was worthy of.

Mr. McINERNEY.
did.

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes, in reply lo other
disquisitions we previously had from an hon.
gentleman on that side, and which. I think,
were entirely inopportune, and which we
ought to have been favoured with when the
principie of the measure was unier discus-
sion. It was the misfortune of the pro-
moters and advecates, of the Bill on this
side that they were obliged to answer to the
same objectious in committee which they
had answered on the second reading.

Mr. McINERNEY. The property quali-
fication of the voter was under discussion,
and that was what we spoke on.

Mr. RUSSELL. We could have discussed
that without bringing in the Federalist, and
the letters of Plubius and the Brazilian con-
stitution and the South American republics,
and the Swiss constitution, and the distine-
tions of Staatenbund and the Bundesstaat,
and all that sort of thing. I do not think it
was necessary to bring in the Encyclopedia
Britannica ou the question wheth2r or not
it was advisable to change this provision in
its detalls as to the qualifications of voters,

I do not wish to dwell upon this amend-
ment at any length, as I may have orcasion
to revert to it later, but I wish to say that
whatever may be the reasons which did and
do exist for the disfranchisemnent of Domin-
fon offieiais in any province. ov whatever
may be the reasons which any province may
concelve, at all eveats, to exist why Domin-
fon officials of certain classes should be
disfranchised for provineclal purposes, we

He spoke before 1
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do not want that disfranchisement to con- | peses, that disqualification never toucked
tinue rfor the purposes of tae Dominior elec- | voters’ lists at all.

the

tions. I do not think anyhody has asked | Now, that is the position we are in—that
for it. On the contrary the hon. Minister of | this qualification does not touch the voters’

Finance, when the principle of the Bill was!Jists, and has not toucbed the voters’ lists
under  discussion, claarlv intimated that! gince 1883—if it did before—when the Act
there was no such inteution on the part of { whiech instructed the revisers te strike off
the Government. That clearly was not their | e 1lists the names of Dominion officials,
intention; and if this Bxll., as it stands. i 'was explicitly and a‘bsolutely repealed. 1t
without any amendment, saoull have the: a5 discovered, as any one could see—and I
effect of dirqualifying any Dominwn offi-!wonder that the contention opposed to this
clais from voting in Dom:nion elections. that . has been so often repeated—that you could

is a pure accident and is no* of the assence ' pot sgtrike the names off the lists because it
of the Bill and never was its intestion. That! wag impossible to tell that these parties
was made so abundantly clear in the re-:would not be properly qualified to vote when

m)].l'kfi of the Minister of Financa, \\’h("Il the ‘ an election came on. This shows that they
principle of the measure was under discus-: yere not disqualified as Dominion officials,

sion, that it is not necessary for me to en-;yyut only as being Dominion officials up
large on it now. At the same time 1'{, within a short time of the election. Ever
take this opportunity of calling the atten- gince that Act was repealed, these names
hon, Minl§ter of Finance on wnis branch of : gimendment is to remove any doubt as to the
2869 of “Hansard.” He sald : | an amendnent to subsection “a " of section

The disqualification which was created by that | 5. Subsection *“a’ ‘which reads as fol-

provincial franchise law of Nova Scotia does not
touch the voters’ lists at all.

Of course in that he was absolutely cor-
rect, and I do not think we ought to be
compelled to argue that point for the fourth
or fifth time.
by the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster
last night for having referred to it as fre-
quently as I did. but I never did refer to
it except when the argument was repeated.
The hon. member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills)
interrupted the hon. Minister of Finance and
agreed with him. He said :

I never heard any one say to the contrary in
tkis House. '

The hon. me:nber for Annapwiis agreed
that he had never heard anyhody say that
it was intended that :the disqualification
created by the provincial franchise touched
the voters’ lists. The bon. Minister of
Finance then said :

Then, if the names of the Dominion officials
have always bean on the lists used in the - Do-
minion elections, what is all this fuss about ?

Mr. MILLS. Because there was an Act passed
disfranchising them from voting and that is
engrafted in this Bill.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What right
has this House to say to any independent legis-
lature of any province how it shall deal with its
own provincial franchize, go long as it does not
touch the franchise of this House ?

Mr, MILLS. It is going to do that.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. 11t s not, and
never did.

Mr. MILLS. But that is the intention now.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, there
never was any intention of doing that ; it did
not do it, and wiil not do it. I want it clearly
understood, that, while there were good reasons
—which I & not wish to enter into now, be-
cause that is a provincial question—for diaquali-
fying the Dominion officials for provincial pur-

I was rather complained of ;

‘lows —

| The qualifications necessary to entitle any per-
| son to vote thereat shall be those established by
' the laws of that province as necessary to entitle
i such person to vote in the same part of the pro-
 vince at a provincial elza2tion.

I move that to this subsection the following
words be added :—

Provided that any person whose name appears
as a voter on any voters’ list, and who would be
qualified to vote at a provincial election, but
i from the fact of his being or having been an
employee or in receipt of wages cr emolument
as an employee of any department of the Domin-
fon or provincial government, shall be qualified
to vote at an election of 2 member of the House
of Commons, notwithstandirg the provisions of
any Act disqualifying him from voting at a
provineial elaction.

Mr. McDOUGALIL. With the hon. gen-
tleman’s permission, I would like to ask him
a question. When was that Act repealed?

Mr. RUSSELL. In 1885 when the revised
statutes of Nova Scotia were proclaimed.

Mr. MecDOUGALL. The Act of 1871 was
then repealed ?

Mr. RUSSELL. The clause which directed
the revisers to strike off the lists all those
that were disqualified as officials, was re-
pealed, 1 say, by the Act of 18S5.

Mr. MONK. I do not think that the
amendment of the hon. member (AIr. Rus-
seli) goes quite far enough, and T intend to
propose an amendment covering the em-
ployees, both Dominion and provincial, whe-
ther they be on the list or not. It seems to
me that the hon. gentleman is mistaken in
saying that we on this side entered upon
long disquisitions on constitutional law. I
do not agree with him as to the scope of
the discussion on this section. We have. by
the second reading of this Bill, adopted the
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principle of the repeal of the Franchise Act,
but we are now discussing who shall be
qualified to vote, and upon that peint, it
seems t¢ me, the discussion ‘has not wan-
dered in any way beyond legitimate bounds.
There is this also te be remembered—and it
may be ap excuse for any disquisitions, as
the hon. member calls them, that they may
‘be entered upon—we find the members of the
Government themselves differing as to the
scope of the question. Before we had sacri-
ficed the rights of the poor Indian, I under-
stood the Solicitor General to say that he in-
tended to provide for the maintenance of
the Indian franchise.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No, I posi-

. tively deny that I said anything of the kind,

but I said I would provide for the case of
public employees.

Mr. MCNK. At any rate, after the House
took recess, and we met again at eight
o'clock, the Prime Minister laid down, as I
understood it, as an absolute principle, that
we must keep the local lists and not vary
them, that we were not going into the de-
. tajls of the local lists to save some voters
of a particular class, but we are going to
adopt a principle, and would not vary from
it in any way. 'The scope of the amend-
ment which I now propose Is 10 preserve
the right of officials, Dominion or provincial,
whether their names be on the list or not,
whereas the amendment of my hon. friend
Mr. Russell) covers only those officials
whose names may be on the list:

Netwithstanding anything in the law of any
province, no official of the Federal Government
of the provincial government, regular goldiers
or persons enrolled in military schools, shaill be
disqualified to vote as an clector at any future
election of a member or members to serve in the
House of Commons.

It seemns to me that we cannot be taxed, as |
I deem it unfairly, with undue zeal to main-
tain the rights of the voters. It is a well-
known principle of the political institutions
under which we live, that the franchise,
once given, shall not be taken away from
the voter, and it i8 alse well kuown that
the greatest ignominy that ean Dbe inflicted
oh any class of men who have enjoyed the
franchise is, for some fault they have com-
mitted, to withdraw that franchise.

8ir, T approach the discussion of this
clanse in as judicial a temper as possible.
That was insisted upon last night by the
leader of the House, and I do not find it a
difficuit task, because I think we have ali
agreed as to the necessity of the repeal of
the Franchise Act. But what I would draw
the attention of the committee to is this:
Not once, in the discassion which has taken
place, and which has been somewhat pro-
tracted already, has any fauvit been found
with the substance of the Franchise Act,
as it exists. The fanlt found with that Act
is, that it is too costly and burdensome.
What we claim, on this side of the House, is,

Mr. MONK.

that it would have been possible to have
removed these deficiencies im the previous
legislation—deficiencies which are of an ac-
cidental nature, if I may use that expres-
sion—without making such a drastic change
as is proposed by the present Bill. Two or
three times already, we have been solicited
by the Prime Minister to look for an ex-
ampie to the condition of things that exists
in the United States, where the franchise for
the election of the members of Congress is
the franchise of the different states. But it
seems to ‘me, that the United States is the
last country to which we should look for an
example with regard to our franchise. As
we all know, the political conditions there
are totally different from cur own. They
have a presidential government, while we
have a parliamentary government, and mem-
bers of the committee know how very differ-
ent these two forms of government are.
They have, as has been pointed out, & cen-
trdal power which derives its existence from
the states forming the confederacy, whereas
here we have a power existing in our central
body which power owes its existence, not
to the provinces that form the Dominion,
but to a higher and independent power. And
whereas, in the United States, any attempt
on the part of the federal power to controil
the franchise would be resented by the
states, here it has always been contemplated
that we, in this Parliament, should control
our electoral franchise.

Even the 15th amendment to the Ameri-
can constitution, passed after the war of
secession, which provided that no person’s
rightt to vote should be impaired by reason of
colour or any previous condition of servi-
fude, is an amendment which met with
much opposition in the states. Even at
the present time, in some of those states
where that disposilion of the constitution

' has been directly frustrated, attempts are

already on foot to have that disposition
changed, and the right of the state to comn-
trol the franchise remains intact as it was
before. (It seems to me that the cenditions
here are entirely different. When the
neighbouring states formed themselves into
a federated power they merely coalesced in
order to protect themselves from what they
deemed a common enemy; whereas here the
reason of our confederation was the pros-
pect of welding together the different parts
then divided, of British North ‘America, ang
of forming one homogeneous community,
one great dependency of the British Em-
pire. In our case, the major part of the
power was reserved for the Federal Govern-
ment, whereas in the United States the con-
trary rule exists, as we all know, and there
it is only the enumerated and stated powers
which belong to the central government.
Therefore, I consider that this measure, as
has already been stated, of returning to the
provincial franchise, is & retrograde gtep,
if my conception of what was intended at
the time of confederation is correct. Now,
In regard to the remarks of the right hon.
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the Prime Minister concerning universal
suffrage in certain provinces, there is much
to be said. We all know that 1n the pro-
vince of Quebec the words *‘ universal suf-
frage’” brought to our minds for & long
time, and they do to-day, the tendencies of
revolutionary France, for which tendencies
& very large part of our population had no
sympathy, indeed I may say the whole
of our population, with very few exceptions.
But when it comes to extending the suff-
rage in other provinces, which will take
place as an effect of this Bili, then we
claimm for the province ef Quebec the same
privileges as those which are enjoyed in
the other provinces. It is well known that
universal suffrage as it exists in France is
removed in 2 very small degree indeed from
what we have here, under the Franchise
Act which we are abeut to repeal. It is
well known that the suffrage as it exists
in England is removed in an imperceptible
degree from the suffrage as it exists
in France. If my right hon. friend will
consuit with those French authors who have
written, and some of them have written
admirable works, upon the suffrage as it
exists in England, he will find that they all
agree that it differs very slightly from the
universal suffrage of France. Franqueville,
for instance, who has devoted a great desal

ciple, what do we find as regards the pro-
vince of Quebec ? {1In 1892, the franchise
law of that province excluded the following
persons from the right to vote: Judges of
superior courts, judges of sessiens, district
magistrates and recorders, all customs offi-
cers, clerks of the Crown and clerks of the
peace, registrars, sheriffs, deputy sheriffs,
deputy clerks of the Crown, officers of ihe
provincial and municipal police, all agents
for the sale of Crown lands, all officials em-
ploved to collect dues belonging to Her
Majesty, all excise officers, and ali collectors
i of revenue, whether provincial or federal.
i That was the condition of the provincial
[law in 1892, it excluded a number of offi-
cers, both federal and provincial. In 1897
that law was altered, a change evidently
had come over public opinion in the pro-
vince of Quebec, and by a statute passed
in 1897, it was decided that disability as
regards public officers should be confined
to public officers of the province only. Now,
what was the proposition laid down in this
extension of the franchise which obtained
in 1897 ? It was the principle that the
province cconsidered that federal officials,
! not being in any way dependent upon the
i local power, should be admitted to the fran-
| chise. Therefore, there was an exXtension
tof the franchise. What is the effect of this

of time to the study of the British con-| section as we find it now ¥ It is to establish
stitution, and who has made a careful ex-|an dbsolutely different principle. If this
amination of the electoral franchise in Eng- | section were passed in its present form,
land, declares in his work on the British | we would disfranchise the officials of the

constitution that the difference is imper-ilocal government ; contrary to the principle

ceptible. As a matter of fact, it is a
more difficult matter to be inscribed on the
lists in France and to secure the right to
vote, than it is in England.
result of this legislation is going to be
the admission to the suffrage in the other

Now, if the;

laid down by the province in 1897, these
officials would not be admitted to vote. In
i this respect, therefore, the Bill in {ts pre-
. sent shape militates against parts of our
population in the province of Quebec who
were enfranchised by the enactment of 1897.

provinces of persons who will be unrepre- | There is. therefore, in this Bill a violation
sented in our province, I, for my part, think | of the principle which obtained in our pro-
that the province of Quebec will be unjustly . vince by the law of 1897. Here is another
treated. 'We will have this anoinaly, fori anomaly. Under the Iaws of cur province the
instance, as regards the province of Quebee, | official who prepares the electoral lists is
that there will be in this House a set. obliged to omit from those lists two classes
of men who, when a certain class of legis- | 0f voters who wouald be otherwise qualified,
lation would come up, will have the right | that is to say, those who have been found
to claim that they represent an electorate | Suilty of corrupt practices under the Quebec
far more extensive than we do, and that| election law, and alse candidates who, in the

in regard to certain laws they have a right! conduct of an election, have been found

to speak with more authority than we have.
In other words, we will find here repre-
sentstives elected by a different set of * man-
dataires ’ in every province of the Dominion,
which I thizk would be a step backwards,
as was stated here yesterday. But when
we come to the detaiils of this legislation,

the anomaly comes out still more strongly. |

Now. with regard te the province of Que-
bec, what did the right hon. the Prime
Minister say ? . He argued that the pro-
vinces formed distinct and separate coii-
munities, and to those communities should
be left the right to fix the way in which
they should choose representatives to this
Parliament. Proceeding upon that prin-

| guilty of violation of the electoral law.

i  The law as we have it before us would
have for an effect to zive those parties found
' zuilty and deemed incompetent and un-
; worthy to vote unier the provinecial laws the
'right teo vote ucder the federal statute, they
would be admitted to vote for represents-
tives in this House ; whereas, as the com-
mittee will readily perceive, those found
guilty of a breach of one of our own privi-
leges, of the privileges of this House, if
found guilty of corrupt practices under our
own jegislative enactment as to the conduct
.of elections, would be admitted to vote freely,
There is nothing under the law to prevent
their names being placed on the electorsl
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list, because the legislation of our province
bhas said we will omit from the list any per-
son found guilty of viclating the local elec-

tion law, but it does not go the iength of say-:

ing that those who have vioclated the electoral
law of the Dominion, which the province
has not enacted, ghall not be admitted to ex-
ercise the franchise. This is another anom-
aly which I think it is our duty to correct
by tke legisiation under distussion.

There is also a class of persens against
whom a disability has been provided by our
provineial law, and it is an extensive class.
I want to call the attention of the Solicitor
General to this matter. Section 14 of the
Provincial Act of 1897 provides that all
those who agree and contraet with the Gov-
ernment of Canada or the Government of the
province of Quebec, shall not be entitled to
vote and have no right to be placed on the
electoral list. There is a special provision .
further by which it is provided that those
names must be omitted from the electoral
lists by the officers in charge. All those em-
ployed during the election are prehibited, un-
der subsection 2 of section 14, from voting
during the local election, and they will be
prohibited from voting at federal elections.
Also those who have been found guilty of
offences against the electoral law. So, al-
though the sub-amendment, which I have
submitted, does not cover the cases of those
which have been found guilty of infractions
of the election Iaw, still the fact exists there
that if this law is passed without providing
against that anomaly, we shall have the'!
prospect of parties who have infringed the
provincial electoral law Dbeing prevented !
fromn voting at our own elections. whereas
those who have been found gulity of a
breach of our own privileges will be placéd
on the electoral lists., and, being on those
lists, will have the right to vote. 1 think
that at all events we should meet the views
expressed by the legislature of Quebec in |
1897 and not deny the right to vote to pro-
vinclal employees. My own idea, and 1 ex-
press it with all due deference, is that this
iaw will be found unworkable and before
very loung will have to be changed. The
right hon. Prime Minister wishes hon. mem-
bers on this side of the House to suggest
some expedient by which, while repealing
the Franchise Act of 1885, some different
provisions might be found from those which |
are submitted in this Bill. I think it would .
have been possible to frame a law by which
we would not have been dependent upon the

provinclal franchises entirely for the elec- !

tions of members of this House. I# must
not be forgotten that thelr revising barrister |
under the old Franchise Act was a very ex-
-pensive official, and it would be quite possi-
ble to reduce those expenses without making
such a drastic change as is proposed. For
instance, I can easlly Imagine that an official
entirely and all the time under the control
of this Government might proceed to prepare
an election list, which would be a Dominion

Mr. MONK.

list based on the provincial lists, and thereby
two-thirds or three-fourths of the original
. work would be taken off his shoulders, and
he might add to that basis or skeleten of a
list suck names as he might consider entitled
to be placed on a Dominlon list, and we
would in that manner provide a uniform
franchise throughout the Dominion. But
‘there Is, it seems to me, a difficulty that we
. shall always meet in connection with &
'scheme of this kind. The provincial legisla-
ture, when it comes to define a provineial
franchise, must always have before its eyes
the matters on which the legislature is called
to legislate, the subjects whicn are within
“the provincial sphere. ‘When the provincial
legislature prepares a Franchise Act it must
take as its guiding star, if I might use that
expression, section 92 of the Consolidated
Act, wherein are enumerated the classes of
matters which come within the jurisdiction
of the provinces ; whereas, when we come
‘to frame a Franchise Act for the Dominion
we must have before us such a class of sub-
“jects as are enumerated in section 91, and
we must see that all those members of the
community who are interested in the mat-
.within the power of the province under those
fixed in section 92, enumerated in section 91,
shall be amply represented here. I will give
an example. Education is a subject exciu-
sively relegated to the provinces, and it was
within the power of the province under those
eircumstances to give representation, as was
Zdone iv Engiand, to the teaching body, the
' University. But when we come to the sub-
Ject of coast and inland fisheries in section
91 of British North America Act of 1867,
F that is a matter relegated to the Do-
-minion Parliament exclusively, and it is our
- duty to see that all interested classes are re-
presented here. In consegquence of this divi-
sion of the sphere of action, of the powers
conferred we will always find the provincial
franchise defective to some extent, that it
~does net give the people of the Dominion
the representation to which the people are
‘entitled in view of the class of subjects over
~which we possess jurisdiction here. That is
cne of the rea:ons why before many years
- we shall be obilged to revert to the system,
“which I consider is the proper one, under
:which we control our own franchise, and
.that was the principle lald down by
‘our constitutional Act. I do not go the
length of saying, as my hon. friend
from Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) did,
that under the terms of section 41 of
the British North America Aet we eannot
[now revert to the provincial franchises, I
believe that is certainly the spirit of soction
41, and there is a gsod deal to be said in
defence of that pmposiﬁon of my hon. friend
{Mr. McDougall). But this much I do con-
tend : that it was intzn:ded by the framers
of our counstitution that as sioa as possible
after confederation, with a view of welding
the pecple together, with a view of making
one people of all those who inhabited Brit-
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: |
ish North America, we should control our

own franchise, establish exactly how it
should be exercised, and not relinquish that
iranchise to the provinces, thus producing
conditions of inequality, as we are now do-
ing by this Bill. 1, therefore, Sir, beg to
move my amendment.

Mr. HAGGART. 1 did pot clearly under-
stand the answer given by the bon. the
Solicitor General in answer to the hon. mem-
ber from Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall).
Clause ‘a7 of section 5 of this Bill says:

(a) The qualifications necessary to entitle any
-person to vote thereat shall he those established
by the laws of that province as necessary to ep-
title such person to vote in the same part of the
rrcvince at a provincial election.

Now, my hon. friend (Mr. McDougall) drew
the attention of the Solicitor General to

clause 41 of the British North America Act!

which provides for the using of the provin-
cial franchises for a certain period, and then
the establishment of a Dominion franchise.
The hon. gentleman {(Mr. Fitzpatrick) an-
swered that we were adopting a Dominion
franchise by this Bill. I couid understand
that contention if he were adopting the ex-
isting provincial franchises for the Dominion
Pariiament, but he goes a great deal fur-
ther than that, and I want to know his au-
thority for it. He does not make the existing
provincial franchises permanent for this Do-
minion, but he delegates the power to the
provincial legislatures to alter our Dominion
franchijse from time to time. I want to
know if the law officers of the Crown are of
epinion that this can be done. .

Mr. BELCOURT. 1 do mot rise for the
purpose of making a speech, but simply to
call the attention of the committee te what
1 comsider a very recent and a very striking
endorsement of the principles for which
members on this side of the House are con-
tending. I find that in the draft Bill of the
constitution for the federation of the Aus-
tralian colonies, the very principle which
was propounded yesterday by the right hon.
the Prime Minister, has been approved of.
In the report of the proceedings of the con-
ference held for the purpose of determining
a constitution for the federated Australian
colonies, there is the consecration of the
principle for which members en this side of
the House are contending. Section 25 of
the draft Bili of this constitution reads as
follows :—

The qualificetion of electors of members of the
Houze of Representstives shzli be In each state
that whick 18 prescribed by the law of the state
as the quszlification for electors of the more
numerous houre of parliament of the &tate.

From that we see that it hss been left
entirely to the various colonies to determine
thke nature, quslity, and extent of the fran-
chise upon which the members of the House
of Representatives of the new federstion
shall be elected. The enactment goez even

i of the federal franchise in Australia shall be

further than that, because the effect of it is
that for all time to comne, the determination

left entirely to the different colonies. It

| seeins to me that this is a very strong ex-
i ample of the soundness of the theory feor

| which we are contending. Here are a num-
| ber of colenies enjoying British instituticns
‘and which have advanced as much as we
' bave in the way of progress and constitu-
‘itional government.

|  Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Ne¢, no.

! Mr. BELCOURT. Here are colonies which
‘are known the world over for their advanced
| ideas, both in political and social matters ;
' people who ure known for their disdain for
| the customs and traditions of the old world,
i and they adopt a franchise provision similar
i to that which we on this side of the House
are contending for. The Australians are a
people with whem we have great similarity
in our public life, and it seems tc me that if
the various statesmen of these colonies in
conference assembled, after mature delibera-
tion thought proper to accept a franchise
principle such as that, it ought to commend
itself strongly in support of the point we on
this side are contending for.

Mr. MONK. Is that the law, or is it a
proposed law ?

Mr. BELCOURT. It is a draft Bill adopt-
ed by the representatives of all the Aus-
tralian colonies at a conference held in 1891.

Mr. MONK. It was merely submitted to
the conference.

Mr. BELCOURT. It was adopted by the
conference uas the draft Biil for the new fed-
eration.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not agree
with the bon. gentleman (Mr. Belcourt) that
the Australian colonies have at all reached
the position that the Dominion of Canads
has reached. They are endeavouring to
move in that direction now, and one of the
strongest inducements that has operated
upon the Australian colonieg hss been the
advanced position that Cangda has attained
in comsequence of her federation. 1 may
say further, that I regret extremely that
the Australian colopies have decided to
adopt the form of econstitution indicated
by the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Bel-
court.) 1 regret it for the reason that, in
my judgment, had the Australian colonies
occupied the same position as Canada ; had
they had the great republic of the United
States of America alongside of theimn, where
they could see plainly not only the sdvan-
tages and the benefits of the constitution
of the United States, but also the defecis
of that constitution, 1 believe the result in
the Anxtralian colonies would be the same
as it was in the econfederation of Canada.
The constitution which the Australian colo-

nies propose to adopt in that regard, s of
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the same character as that which was adopt-! [Jouse with & rescript of those franchises.
ed in the United States of America. 1| and aiso a statement of the persons who are
believe that if the United States of Am-! disqualified from voting in the various pro-
erica were to-day forming thelr constitu-| vinces, he saw that, if this Act were vot
tion, in the light of a century of experionce, | amended as proposed by the hon. mciaber
they would adopt the Canadian constitu-, for Halifax, mady persons would be dis-
tion, and not that which they now poussess.| guilified from voting at a federa! eleciion.

Every person knows that an interneecine!
struggle, which cost an enormous sacritice
of human life and an untold amount of
public money, arose precisely from that fea-
ture of their censtitution which, anfortion-
ately, our friends in the Australiap colounies
are now copying. The federal constitution
of the United States was formed under the
most tremendous stress of absolute necessity
ir conmection with their foreign relations.
That constitution was adopted by the scv-
ereign states, retaining the power and posi-
tion of sovereign states; but, being Com-

Therefore, the hon. gentleman has consent-
ed—I think, most wisely, and in confurmity
with the pledge given by the leader of the
House last night—to give full consideration
to :uy iniportant modificaticns of this Act
that may be shown to Le necessary for its
improvement or for its more effective work-
ing. Now, Sir, I was astonished that
learned professor of law, the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Russeil) should xtill go
over tlie story of the Nova Scotian law. 1
will not appeal te him, bheciuse his mind
scems to be closed, and absolutely incapable

pelled to surrender a certain portion of their, of appreciating anything which, to my mind,
power for the purpose of having a federal|the plainest principles of law show. [ am
government, they formed it on the basis of | 1.0t a lawyer; but they say that common
surrendering as little as possible and keep-|law is common sense ; and if so. I wili ap-
ing in the hands of the sovereign states as, peal to my hon. friend the Solicitor General
much as possible. 1 am very sorry to find; on this point, which is a very important one.
he Australian confederation pursuing the | T will give my hon. friend the positian of the
same policy, and I feel that the time is not, question as exactly and as concisely as pos-
remote when it will find that the adoption of | sitle. The Bill now before us provides that
the Canadian censtitution would bhave been; ihe qualifi-ation of voters shall be the guali-

infinitely preferable. When the representa-
tive of the various Canadian governments
met at Quebec in 1864 to lay the founda-
tion of the federation of Canada, they had
before them the example of what had
occurred in the United States. and they
adopted precisely the opposite prineciple to
that which the United States had adepted.
Instead of treating the various provinces of
the Dominion as sovereign states, and sur-
rendering a small portion of the power they
pcssessed for the purpose of forming a con-
federated government, we took the opposite
course of giving to the federal power every-
thing that was net specifically defined by a
written constitution as appertaining to the
local legislatures. and I have mo hesitation
in saying that, after more than thirty years’
experience, the policy that commended iiself
to the founders of the confederation of Can-
ada, is endorsed to-day by the public senti-
ment and intelligence of Cavrada from end
to end. Therefore, I do not attach much im-
portance to what the hon. gentleman has
drawn the attention of the House to. Baut,
Sir. while I amn on my feet. I may as well
say that I am extremely glad to find that
my hon. friend the Solicitor General stated
to the House yesterday that, while he could
not entertain the propossl to extend the
franchise tc the Indians, he was prepared to
consider the question of restoring the fran
chise for this House to a large number of ofif
cials tiroughout the Dominion who, nunder
the loeal Acts, are disfranchised. My hon.
friend saw the impropriety of adopting with_
out qusalification the franchise of the wvari-
ocus provinces ; because, having very con-
giderately suppiied the members of the

Sir CHARLES TUFPER.

fications that entitle persors to vote for
members of the local legislatures i the
differeut provinces. Well, Sir, what is the
position in Nova Scotia ? The hon. gentle-
b an has only (o iturn to the papers -put in
the hands of the members of this House, to
find, that it is here stated that, by the law
of Nova Scotia, persens entitled to vote in
that province are those whose names are on
the voters’ lists ; and the statutes of Nova
Scotia contain this clause, which has heen
1cad again and again, disqualifying a large
number of persons, specifically named, from
voting at an election for the legislature of
the province. Now, I ask the Solicitor Gen-
eral’'s attention to this clause, which is to
be found on the Statute-book of Nova Scotia
to-day :

The following persons, being of the full age
of twenty-one years and subjects cf Her Majeaty
by birth or naturalization, and nct disqualified
by any saction of the Act,——

And I have directed your attention to the
section of the Act that disqualifies a large
number of persens :

-——or otherwise by law prevented from voting,
ghall be entitled to have their names entered on
the list.

Mr. RUSSELL. WIili the hon. gentileman
allow me to ask him one question : Whether
there is anything in that Act saying that
¢ person shall not have his name piaced cn
the list, simply because at the time the list
is made up he is a Dominion official ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 told my hon.
friend I had given him up, and T do not
intend to appesal to him again, but I shall
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appeal to the Solicitor General, and I am
rrepared—I do not hesitate to say—to accept
the Solicitor General's ruling. If he says
that I am wrong and that the hon. member
for Halifax is right, 1 shall begin to doubt
the strength of the position I occupy. But
what are the facts ? Those revisers are
sworn to put only the names on the voters’
lists of those entitled to vcte, and they
perjure themselves if they do what the hon.
gentleman says they ought to do and what
they have done.

Mr. RUSSELL.
will allow me—-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 am not sur-
prised that my hon. friend is so very restive
because 1 have appealed from Pilate to
Cmesar, and therefore he has grown a little
restiess. If that very election law declares
that A, B and C shall not be entitled te
have their names on the list, then the re-
visers, who are sworn to put oniy the names
on the list of those who are not disqualified
by any clause of this Act, will have pei-
jured themselves if they put those names
on.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
the Act does not say so.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Act does.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The legal
gentlemen say it does not. )

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not won-
der that the hon. Minister of Finance is

If the hon. gentleman

But if

glad to crawl under the cloak of the

hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Russelt)
in a question of this kind. If common
law i1s comnion sense, and the Aet declares
that a certain number of persons shall be
disqualiied and instructs the revisers not
to put their names on the list, there is an
end to the question, and it is waste of
time discussing it further. 1 might tell
my hon. friend who has meved this amend-
ment that evidently the Government have
become awake to the fact that this mea-
sure which they have proposed would, in
its present form, be most improper, and
that the adoption, pure and simple, of the
voters’ list prepared for the local electious,
wouid disfranchise thousands of men
throughout this Dominfon, and the very best
men qualified to exercise the franchise. I
therefore am glad to find that my hon.
friend the Solicitor General is willing to
meet the difficulty by some such amendment
as is proposed by the hon. member for
Halifax, but I shall tell him wherein that
amendment fails entirely to accomplish its
cbject. It contains the same vice that is
contained in the provincial law. TUnder
that law, we cannot get.these names on
the voters’ lists, and therefore this amend-
ment falls entirely to meet the case. This
smmendment provides that any person whose
npame appears a8 a voter on any voters’ list,
and because he is disqualified to vote at

the provincial election, from the fact of
kis being an employee of the Dominion o»
provincial government, shalli be gqualified to
vote at a Dominion election. But that wiil
not enable us to get the naines of these per-
sons put on the list. As the law stands,
it is impossible to get their names on, aund
therefore, even with this amendment, they
will be disfranchised all the same. I draw
the attention of the hon. Solicitor General
to this, and ask him that this amendment
should be amended as is proposed by the
amendment of my hon. friend from Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Monk) :

Provided that notwithstanding anything in any
law of eny province no officiai or employse of
the Federal Government or of the provincial
cr local governments, regular soldiers, ar per-
sons enrolled in the :nilitary schools or in re-
ceipt of wages from either of the governments,
shall be disqualifiai from voting as an elector at
any future elacticn for the Rouse »f Commons.

That will cover the case.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I am ob-
liged to say that neither amendment will
ipeet the case. The amerdment of my hon.
friend from Halifax would, in my judg-
ment, meet the case of Nova Scotia, but
these amendments are not sufficient, be-
cause they do net provide the machinery.
I have an amendment which, I think, will
go further than either.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then perhaps
it would be as well if my hon. friend from
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk) would withdraw
his amendment to the amendment iso that
we might hear the amendment of the Soli-
citor General.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The motion
has not been put to it.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not wish to weary
the House with the contention that has been.
raised between the hon. leader of the Op-
position and myself, but I do feel that, in
justice to myself, I should explain the rea-
son why I think he did not do full justice
to even my very poor and humble merits
as a1 expositor of the cconstruction of a
statute. I pointed out to the House that
there was an Act passed in Nova Scotia in
the year 1871 or 1872, which comtinued to
exist for some years, under which it was im-
properly made the duty of the revisers io
leave off from the lists the names of per-
sons whom they supposed to be disqualified-
by virtue of their holding Dominion offices
vp to with fifteen or thirty days, as the
case might be, of the holding of a Dominion.
election. 1 pointed out further that very
goon it was discovered that the Act required
the revisers to have some process of divina-
tion by which, months or years before an.
election, they could discover what Dominion
officials would and wouild not be disqualified
at the time an election happened to be-
pending. My hon friend has entirely-
overlooked the fact that it is not Dominion

officials, as such, who are disgualified frem.
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voting in Nova Scotia, but only thos2 who
have been in receipt ¢of wages or emolu-
inents within fifteen or thirty days of a
Pominion election. If the hon. gentleman
will do me the justice to apply his strong.
vigorous intellect to this question, he will
see in a moment that I am right, and there
is no need for an appeal from Pilate to
Caesar. In fact, I did not suppose there
was any appeal from Pilate to Czsar, but
there was an appeal from another function-
ary to Csesar. However, I am not going to
discuss Scripture with my hon. friend, he-
cause on that subject he would be the bet-
ter authority. But I wish to point out
again that it was impossible for the re-
visers, in making up their lists in Febru-
ary, March or April, to decide that any
given official of the Dominion Government
would be disqualified or not at the next
provincial electicn in which those lists would
be used.

For lie would not be disqualified unless he
continued to be a Dominion official up to 15
days before the time when the election was
held. Therefore, it was discovered that it
was an absurd thing to have that statute
striking the names off the lists or prevent-
irg them going on the lists, and the clause
of the statute which contained that enact-
ment was, therefore, very properly repealed,
end ever since 1885, if not before, the names
of these Dominion officials whoe possessed the
quealifications for voting have always been
placed upon the lists. They are placed upon
the list at this day, and very properly so,
ond the revisers, so far from perjuring them-
selves by putting them on the lists, would
perjure themselves if they did not do so—
they are bound to put them on the lists, it is
their legal duty, and they know their duty
80 well that they always put them on the
lists. I think that is a fair and square
statement of the case under the statute and
under the existing state of affairs in Nova
Scetia.

Now, seeing that a discursive debate is te
be held, that hon. gentlemen opposite insist
that we shall not be confined to the matters
immediately under the attention of the com-
mittee, ¥ wish to call the attention of my
hon. friend, and of other gentlemen on the
other side who are so passionately devoted
t0 the rights of the independent eiectors of
tke Dominion, to the way in which the sup-
posed evil ipflicted on the country by the
Nova Scotia statute of 1871 was remedied
by .the Dominion Act passed in 1882. They
were very anxious about the rights of
voters about that time. They discovered
that if they adopted the franchise law of
the province of Nova Scotia, a number of
Dominion officials of varlous kinds would
be disfranchised, officials in the post cffice,
in the custom-house, in the inland revenue
department, in the lighthouse gervice, on
Gevernment railroads, in the ‘Crown lands
office and in the local public works and
minez. These men gare entltled to their

Mr. RUSSELL.

votes. We say they are entitled to their
votes as electors of members for the Dom-
inion Parliament, and we intend to see that
their votes shall be preserved them by an
Act of this Parliament. Well, what did th:se
hon. gentlemen do to give these men the
franchise and remove that mischief ¥ So
far as I can understand, and unless some-
thing can be pointed out to me to justify a
different conclusion, I say that what they did
was to take one favoured class out of these
proscribed classes and give the vote te that
class ard to no other.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
subject before the Chair ?

Mr. RUSSELL. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) is very sensitive now abeut
wandering from the subject Ubefore the
Chair. We are discussing the law of Nova
Scotia and it is necessary for us to geo into
the history of the enactments in that con-
nection. I propose to read an amendment
put uponr the Statute-book of the Dominion
on a similar line to the one which we pro-
pose to-day, to show hoew much more re-
stricted it is. Here is the amendment :

Notwithstanding anything in the law of the
province of Nova Scotia or of the Dominion of
Canada, no employee of the Intercclonial Rail-
way in that prevince shall be disqualified to vote
as an elector at any future election of a member
or members to serve in the House of Com-
mens of Canada, if he shall have the
necessary property and other qualifications
ti erefor required by law. In the event of the
name of any =such elector being an employee
of the Intercolonial Railway, having been omdt-
ted by ihe revisers from the lists of gualified
voters for a member of the General Assembly
of Nova Scotia under the laws in force in that
province, or. to be returned to the county clerks
or clerks of the peace, or omitted from the lists
of voters deposited by the sheriff with the county
clerks or clerks of the peace or obtaired by the
returning officer, or furnished to the deputy
returning officer, it shall be lawtul for such em-
Tioyee to v>te as an elector at any future elec-
tion of a member or members to serve in the
House of Commons of Canada, on his taking cr
offering to take before the sheriff or returning
officer the following oath :—

Now, were there ne other persons than em-
ployees of the Intercolenial Railway dis-
franchised by the Act which the hon. gentle-
man characterized as so iniquitous and un-
Just ? 'What about those in the post office,
in the custom-house, in the Inland Revenue:
Department, in the lighthouse, on Govern-
ment railroads, and in the Crown lands
office, and in the local public works and
mines ? If I am right—and I am ready to
receive light on the subject, and will be zlad
to receive it at this moment, if the hon.
gentleman can sjow me that I 2am mistaken
—if I am right, they left out all these dis-
franchised people except those on the Inter-
colenial Rallway. Those they could take.
I suppose, on trolleys and vote them where
they wanted to, and those who would not
vote for them they could convenlently ar- .

Is that the
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range to have trollied away on railway ser-
vice somewhere else. They could do as has
heen evnlained by the Mimster of Railways,
who zave nus an exnosition on the subject of
shingles a year ago.——

Sir CHARLES TUPFPER.
was false.

Mr. RUSSELL. But this was not faise,
because it remains on the permanent re-
cords ol Parliament. ‘These gentlemen en-
franchised those officials whem they could
contral and make use of in eleetions, and
left out the others. They remind cne of
the humour of Artemmus Ward who used to
amuse ‘us years ago with the recital of an
effort 'to arouse indignation on the subject of
the wrongs and agonies of the slave. Doesn’t
your blood bile when you hear their chaius
clank % he asks, and the answer is ** Nary
a bila; ler ’em elank.” Their blood did not
bile for these men in the post office, the light-
house service, the Crown Law Office, the
Public Works and Mines. The fice dramatic
frenzy of the hon. leader of the Opposition
and the hon. gentleman who sits beside him
was restricted exclusively to the case of the

All of which

Intercolonial Railway officials. There is
another hon. gentleman here who grows

very fervent, he has eXxtreme passionate
fervors of moral indigpation about things
that are improper and unjust. I refer to
the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. Mec-
Neill). I am always glad to hear him. for
I believe his fervors are genuine, every
thrill and every tremor is genuine and s.n-
cere, I listen to him always with the great-
est interest. I regard Lim almost as 2 means
of grace, it is the next thing to zoibg to
church te listen to him. I want to know if
ne is aware of what a vast field there is
here for the exercise ¢f thase noly emotions
that kindle and warm the heart and illumine
the canscience. 1 present this case to him,
because I know that whenr he has iocked in-
to it and sees the wrong done t6 so many
people under the guise of a remedy for a
wrong inflicted by a provincial statute, he
will one day indulge us with an exhibition
of this fervor of moral enthusiasm with
which he so often moves and thrills the
House.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman—-—

Mr. BENNETYT. Mr. Chairman, we wko
desire to go on with the discussion of the
matter before the Chair must protest-—-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon.
member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills) has the
floor.

Mr. MILLS. I have listened with rlea-
sure to the hon. member for Halifax telling
us of the Act which restored the votes of
these Dominion officials in Nova Scotia. But
the hon. gentlemen should have goue a little
further. He should have told this House
kow it was that that clause came to be upon
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"House.

the Statute-book. It was not on a general
discussion of the Franchise Aet or of the
franchise of Nova Scotia or of ta~ Jifferent
provinces, but it came up exceptionally in
connection with another Act that was being
put through this House, which Aect was
called the Representation Act—" An Act te
readjust the representation in the House
of Commeons, and for other purposes.” When
that Act was put through this House, there
was nothing at all said with refereice to
restoring the franchise to these disfranchised
people in Nova Scotia. But when it caine
to the Senate, the senators. who were more
thoroughly imbued than any other repre-
sentatives of Nova Scotia, with the iniguity
of this disfranchisement of the people ¢m-
pleyed in the Intercolonial Railway. intro-
duced an amendment, and when the Bill
came back to this House, the amended Bill
was put through in the form in whirh it
stands at the present time. So. it was not
upon a general discussion of the franchise
as worked in Nova Scotia that that lause
was put upon the Statute-book, H was put .
there incidentally.

If you were to lock at the discussion
which took place, you will see that even that
was opposed by the Hon. Edward Blake, and
by other members on the Liberal side of the
There was not any motion made by
the Liberals of that day that the lighthouse
keepers or other Dominion officials in Nova
Scotia should be restored to the list. But
this Act was put there incidentally to the
general Act which I have recited. Now 1
want to speak with reference to the amend-
ment that is now before the House. I con-
gratuiate the promoter of thé Bill upon the
attempt that he has made to restore the
franchise to those officlals in Nova Scotia
and throughout Canada, for that is the ob-
Jject of the amendment which he is about to
propose, I believe. But I desire emphati-
cally to point this out to him, and I polnt it
out with a good deal of modesty, not that I
am entirely certain, but simply because I
have & desire that there should be no mis-
understanding in these matters. If this Act
is to be placed upon the Statute-book we will
find, in Nova Scotia particularly, that the
lists will be prepared by men who can be
confused by every lawyer that might come
up, on one side or the other ; and we want
the law made so plain that they wiil not be
confused, that they will know what they are

.| doing. What is the law now with reference

to this matter in Nova Scotia ? With the
permission of the House I wiil read it :

The following persons, if of the full age of
twenty-one years and subjects of Her Majesty
by birth or naturalization, and not disqualified
by any section of this Act, or otherwise by law
prevented from voting, should be entitled to
have their names entered upon the list of elec-
tors provided for by the sections of this Act, and
if so entered, shail be entitled to vote at elec-
ticns of members to serve in the House of As-
sembly. ‘

REVISED EDITION.
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Then it goes on to give us the different
clauses of the enfranchisement Act. Now
how are ‘they otherwise prevented from
voting?” That is the point to which I wish
to draw particular attention. I do it in ali
modesty, not being absolutely sure of my
contention, but I think I am right. How
are they otherwise prevented from voting ?
I say they are otherwise prevented from vot-
ing by an affidavit presented to them as they
enter the polls, and by which they will have
to swear before they can vote, that they
bave not been for the last 15 days—I think
it is 15—in receipt of pay or emolument as a
Dominicn official. If that is not * otherwise
preventing them from voting,” 1 should like
to know what is. If that is so, then they
are not entitled to go on the list.
events, if that is not so, I take this ground,
that it is very easy.to convince a reviser
who is not a lawyer, a partisan reviser, who
wants to give all the doubts in favour of his
_own party, it is easy to make him believe it
is s0. When a Dominion otficial,who happens

- te be a Tory voter, comes up, they will say ::

This man is otherwise prevented from vot-

ing. he cannot get on this reviser’'s list.:

Therefore his name is dropped. and not

being on the list, he cannot vote for a mem- |
ber of this House. Now, I put that before'

the Solicitor General. It may not be the
law, but I say the effect is precisely the
same as if it were the law, the effect is8 the
same upon the revisers, who are not learned
in the law, and who, if they have any doubt,
and being partisans, will always give the
benefit. of the doubt to their own side, and
they will do what partisan lawyers or parti-

san heelers will attempt and coerce them:

te do. Therefore, I ask the Solicitor General
to make it absolutely sure that there can be
no mistake with reference to this matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Solicitor
General stated that he did not approve either
of the amendment of my hon. friend from
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk), nor of the hon.
member for Halifax (Mr. Russell). I think
it would be a great converience to the com-
mittee if the hon. gentleman would move his
amendment now, or else let us know what
its terms are to be.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I am not
prepared to move an amendment at the pre-
gept time, but I will draft an amendment
and submit it to the Government, and bring
it down at a future day. But I am prepared
- pow to state the lines upon which we intend
1o go. 1 am of the opinion that the amendment
of my hon. frlend from Halifax does not go
quite far enough, because there are some
provinces, particularly Manitoba and Britieh
Columbia, in which a public officlal would
not be on tke list at all ; therefore his
amendment would not apply to cases aris-
ing in those provinces. In my amendment I
propose to provide for two different cases,
the case of a province, for instance, in which
a2 Dominion official weuld be on the list, but

Mr. MILLS.
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. who would not have the right te vote ; then
-1 also endeavour te provide for those cases
. which may arise in provinces where the Do-
-minion efficial would not be on the list at
'all. I do not think I could accept the amend-
-ment of the hon. member for Jacques Car-
. tier, because it does not provide for any
"machinery. In the case of a man not being
~on the list of voters for a Dominion elec-
- tion, something must be done to enable him
‘to exercise the right to vote. 1 think we
- would have some difficulty in passing a law
| here which would oblige local officials to put
,upon their lists Dominion Government offi-
cials who would not hava a right to vote in
local elections. We have to protect our-
. selves against that also.

Mr. MONK. I merely wanted the House
to sanction the principle, and leave it to the
- Solicitor General to provide the machinery.

Mr. BENNETT. I wish to call attention to
' the fact that in the province of Ontario it is
-an utter impossibility for Dominion officials

At all

: who are proscribed by the Act from voting,
i to appear on a local list at all. The list is
i first prepared and printed, and after it is
t exhibited, appeals may be made against it.
Upon showing to the county court judge that
; these parties are prevented by the Act from
voting, he strikes them off that list.

- The SOLICITOR GENERAL. 1 do not
. think he has any right to do that. I take it
that there is a vast distinction between the
: voters’ lists and an election Act. In Ontario
& man who is a Dominion official has a right
to be on the list, but when he goes to exer-
cise his right to vote, thefi he is met with
the disqualification of section 4, the disquali-
ficaticn of the Election Act, but up to that
time he cannot be dealt with. He must re-
main on the list, and being c¢n the lst, for
ingtance, on the eve of an election, surely
he cannot be cut out of his right to vote.

Mr. BENNETT. 1 submit according to
the Aect, which clearly says he shall not
vote, that on appeal being made to the coun-
ty court judge, who is the official that pre-
sides at these trials, he would have a perfect
right to say that the party being then such
Government official, had not a right to vote.
Let me point out this fact, that there is
nothing in the Election Act—and I am distin-
gulshing that now from the voters’ Hat—
which prevents a man from voting if he pre-
sents himself to vote, if he is able to take
the oath, upon being objected to.

But there is nothing in that Act which has
reference to the fact that a custom-house
officer, or excise officer, or any of the class
is proscribed. So it must necessarily follow
that, as regards Ontario, some clause must
be framed to meet the eclass of voters which
wiil be struck from the voters® Iists.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. My incen-
‘tlon is to meet that point.
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Mr. McINERNEY. When do you propose .
to submit the amendment ?

‘The SOLICITOR GENERAL. On Monday.

Mr. BENNETT. When the debate com-:
menced, the right hon. First Minister de-:
nounced the last Franchise Act, but last
night he changed the tune of his remarks:
and apologized for the difficulties that con-
fronted the House. The hon. gentleman.
stated that, if amendments were submitted
from this side of the House he was prepared :
to discuss them, with a view to arriving at:
a mutual understanding and concurrence ;
in the measure. It must be plain, from the '
discussion on what is only a slight defect, as .
compared with other defects that -will be;
pointed out, that the Act cannot by any
possibility go into effeet. 1 would suggest
that, as Saturday intervenes, a committee
might be appointed from both sides of the !
House to see if it is not possible to arrive at
a basis with respect to this Bill. It is obvi-
cus at the present time that the discussion
may go on indefinitely on this line.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can quite un-
derstand the desire of the hon. Solicitor
General to have time to consider this ques-
tion, in regard to which we have had a most
interesting discussion, and he can obtain
vhat time between now and Monday. But!
I mizht suggest, that it is impossible to pro-
ceed, in the absence of the clause or amend-
ment which the hon. gentleman proposes to:
suiuit. I ask the leader of the House and:
the Solicitor General, whether it would not
be the wisest course to adjourn the debate
until Monday, because 1 am afraid, other-;
wise, we shall lose the entire evening. We
are, in fact, beating the wind, when we are
discussing a -clause in the Bill in regard to |
which the Solicitor General proposes to sub- :

mit an amendment, especially in view of the:
fact that it deals with a vital question. 1|
think we would really promote the business :
of the House by adjourning the debate until !
Tuesday.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is not
my intention to move an amendment to the
section under discussion, but to intr¢duce a
substantive clause to relieve the particular
condition pointed out.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It amounts to
the same thing. We cannot continue the
discussiop in the face of the communication
made by the Solicitor General. We have
now two amerndments before the committee.
1 suggested to my hon. friend (Mr. Bennett)
to withdraw his amendment—the amend-
ment wae act submitted, but the hon. gen-
tleman stated what he proposed to move—

and to deal with the matter at a later period |

of the debate. The leader of the House
must see the necessity, under the circum-
~stances, of adjourning the debate. ’

The PRIME MINISTER. I think the an-
swer given by the Solleitor General is con-

1283
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: other one,

clusive. 1 understand, from the hon. mem-

'ber for Jacques Cartier, that he only wanted

to ailirm a certain principle and to leave the
Solicitor General to provide the machinery,
and he woeuld not press his amendment. I
understand, the hon. member for Halifax

~(Mr. Russell) will not press his amendment.

The section can. therefore, be carried, the

' Solicitor General having promised to intro-

duee an amendment at the nexi sitting. 1
suggest to proceed with the consideration of
the Bill, whieh will not go through commit-
tee until the Solicitor General has bhrought
in his amendment. 'There is no reason, at
all events, why we should not consider other

. sections, leaving this clause, with the under-

standing that it will be supplemented hy an-
which will be drafted in the
direction suggested by the amendments sub-

! mitted by the hon. members for Jacques

Cartier and Halifax.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It would

'be a matter of great convenience to myself
1 to have certain other clauses discussed.

I
will require the assistance of the members
of the commmittee as regards section *"e,”

“which provides the date within which the
election lists cannot be attacked by any ac-

tion of a local legislature, and the committee
could very well spend an hour in discussing
that point.

Mr. TAYLOR. Have a conference.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My bhon. friend

- the Solicitor General will see, on a little re-

fiection, that what he proposes is absolutely
impracticable, We have reached a cardinal
point in the Bill. Not only the Opposition,
but a large number of prominent members
on the other side of the House supporting
the Government, do not agree with this

f clause, as proposed. Two amendments have
i been moved by hon. members supporting the

Gove«mment;. No progress can be made
u'nd_er the circumstances, and the evening
sitting will be entirely wasted, if the clause

'as suggested is not adopted and the debate
| adjourned.

My hon. friend behind me (Mr.
Bennett) also moved an amendment, but it
cannot be discussed until the Solicitor Gen-
eral has submiited his proposition to the
com:mittee. If the Solicitor General had
been prepared to submit his amendment at
once, it could have been considered during
the recess and discussed at the evening sit-
ting, but he was not prepared to do so, and,
no doubt, he acted wisely in taking further
time to prepare it. I cannot understand
why the Goverument should hesitate, anx-
ious as we all are to deal in a business-like
way with this measure and pass it as
promptly as possible, to adopt my suggestion
and adjourn the debate:

The PRIME MINISTBR. I must con-
fess, that I cannot understand why my
hon. friend the leader of the Oppo-
sition insists so strongly upon having the de-
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bate adjourned. for difficnltles arise on every
Biil, and sometimes, when amendments are
proposed, a clause is allowed to stand, and
the committee proceeds to consider the other
sections. That happens on nearly every
occasion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
this clause to stand, then we may take up
other portions of the Bill; I do not object
to that.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am quite will-
ing to do either one or the other, but not
to adjourn the debate. The amendments
do not propose to vary the texts, but they
propose to make an addition to the Bill.
My bhon. friend the Solicitor General pro-

poses to have the section carried, and he|

pledged himself that he would bring in an
amendment. If it be more acceptable to my
hon. friend, the clause can stand and we
could proceed with the Bill this evening.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
jection to that.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Paragraph
“a” of this clause can stand and we can
discuss the other clauses.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

NICKEL STEEL COMPANY OF CANADA. |

On the Order,

House in Committee on Bill (No. 96) to in-
corporate the Nickel Steel Company of Can-
ada.—(Mr. Wood, Hamilton.)

Mr. WOOD (Hamilton). T would ask the
House, if possible, to allow this Bill t¢" go
through to-night, as I am not well, and
would like to get away to catch the train
to go home. {1t has been through two com-
mittees, and 1 would feel obliged if the
House would grant me this indulgence.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think

any person will be disposed to object to|

that. This Bill, which was referred to the
Railway Committee, has received careful
consideration of that committee and hsas
met with its approval, and 1 should imagine
that there can be no objection to the mea-
sure being passed under the circumstances.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. It may be
done, with the unanimous consent of the
House.

Bill considered in committee, reported and
read the third time and passed.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

If you allow !

!

| ‘ |
I have 1o 0D} H)NDON AND LAKE HURON RAILWAY.

eral Railway Aect, and, therefore, this

‘the Railway Aect, that it does sutho

“ghe; purpose of carrying electricity
ut

‘and that was the purpose of this section.

IN COMMITTEE—THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 92) to incorporate the Canada
Atlantic Transit Company.—(Mr. Belecourt.)

Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Ottawa,
Montreal and James Bay Railway Company.
—(Mr. Fraser, Guysborough.)

Bill (No. 56) respecting the Montreal and
Province Line Railway Company.—(Mr.

1 " Penny.)

Bill (No. 62) to incorporate the Tamagam-
ingue Railway Company.—(®Ir. McHugh.)

Bill (No. 78) respecting the St. John Bridge
and Railway Extension Company.—(Mr.
Ellis.)

Bill (No. 80) respecting the Ottawa and
New York Railway Company.—{Mr. Bel-
court.)

Bill (No. 86) respecting the Brockville and
St. Lawrence Bridge Company.—(Mr. Wood,
Brockville.)

The House resolved itself into commSttee

on Bill (No. 67) to incorporate the London

and Lake Huron Railway.—(Mr. Lister.)
(In the Committee.)

Mr. LISTER. I want to re-insert section
14 which was struck out by the Railway

Committee, and I move an am2udment to
'that effect.

Mr. BERGERON.
of it ?

Mr. LISTER. No.

Mr. BERGERON. You cannot do it.

Mr. LISTER. Then I ask that the Bill
stand over.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon.
gentlel‘aa:xan read the section he proposes to
insert ?

Has notice been given

Mr. LISTER.

Provided that, with the assent of the municipal
council or other authority having jurisdiction

It is as follows :--

over highways, the company may go on putting

up telegraph and electric poles. -

The chairman of the Railway Committee
said that this was provided for in the gen-
1 ] ; sec-
tion, which was in the Bill, was entirely
unnecessary ; but I find, on looking cver

X , rize the
erection of telegraph and electric pole‘é for
and so on,

not for the purpose of motive power,

- Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
circumstances, I think that
required.

Under those
notice i3 not
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Mr. FOSTER. Does not the clause in the
general Bill cover the case? These poles
are for carrying electricity.

Mr. LISTER.

the Act perfectly clear I propose to insert
this section.

Mr. BERGBERON. The objectim I have
is this. This Bill was before the Railway
Committee and there thoroughly discnssed,
and now the House is asked to revise what

was dore by the Railway Committee and|
amendment without notice hav-|

make an
ing been given of it. I do nmor want my
hon. friend to imagine that I desire to pre-
vent him putting the clause, but the reason
a notice is required is that every hon. mem-
ber should have an opportunity of seeing
what the amendment is like. When any-
thing is passed upon by the Railway Com-
mittee, it is a serious matter to change it.

Mr. LISTER. If the committee knew
that we had not this power in the general

Railway Aet, they would have passed sec-|

tion 14. because there was no objection
whatever to it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. . gen-
ER The hon. gen | lished or under the laws of that province for the

tleman states that there was no objection to
this clause. but that it was merely stricken
out in consequence of the beliof that the
power asked for is authorized by the zeneral
Railway Act. After careful exaniination.
the hon. gentleman finds that., at all avenis,

there is a doubt, and T may say ihat what he

has stated is my recollection of what took
place in the committtee. I think, therefore,
this is a ease in which we need not ‘nsist
on & notice.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The only objection is
tha‘t you will thereby establish a precedont
which may be a dangerous one.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
establish auy precedent.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). No doubt my hon.
friend has correctly stated the circumsrances
under which the section was stricken out.
The chairman of the Railway Committee

It does not

stated quite positively that it was not neces- |

sary to incorporate this 14th eclause n the
Bill, because it would be found in the gen-
eral Act. I was aware myself that the
Railway Act did provide for the use of olee-
tricity as a motive power in the pronalsion
of railway cars, and I thought, therefore,
that the chairman might be correet in the
statement he made. But in strictness I

think that perhaps he was in error. and as

there is a doubt, I hope there wiil be no

objection to this amendment, any more than.

there usually is to our agreeing to a good
many things which are eclearly rizht and
undisputed.

Mr. BERGBRON. With these axplana-
tions, I withdraw my objection.

It covers the case of elec-
tric poles for lighting purposes, aud to :nake

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed. ‘
EILECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

The House again resolved itself into com-
mittee on Bill (No. 16) to repeal the Electoral
Tranchise Act, and to further amend the

' Dominion Elections Aect.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Clause 3 will
stand. Clause 6.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was agreed
that we should allow the clause we were
discussing to stand.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Clause 3 is to
stand. .

Mr. McINERNEY. The whole clause, or

 only subsection “a.” ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Why should

we not take up subsection “b” of clause 5 ?

And merely
Yes,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
allow subsection *‘a” to stand over ?
I think that would answer the purpose.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. "Then, we go
on with subsection “Db.”

(b) The polling divisions shall be those estab-

purposes of provincial elections within the ter-
ritory comprised in the electoral district for
which such election is held.

Mr. McINERNEY. I wish to move an

‘amendment to that clause, in line with the

remarks that I made Yyesterday evening.
The hon. Solicitor General will remember

'that I brought up a few cases in which it

would be perfectly impossible to apply the
Doniinion Procedure Act in elections to the
local distriets. 1 named some cases in which
in the local subdivisions for local elections
there were from 800 to 1,000 names on the
local list.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That would
be in New Brunswick ?

Mr. McINERNEY. Yes. It is very easy
to poll these votes in the local elections, be- -
cause the ballot is entirely different. In our
local election, the canvassers have the bal-
lots outside the polling booth, the names of
the candidates being written or printed on
the ballot. A man may leave home with
the name of the candidate he wishes to vote
for written on a ballot, and this he hands
to the returning officer, and, if he has the
right to vote, the ballot is put in the box.
Qur elections are held sometimes in the sum-
mer time, and very often an open window in
some public building, a schoslhouse or some-
thing of that kind is taken ; the ballot-box
is in the window, and the rcturning officer
sitting immediately behind it. with the ve-
presentatives of the different candidates.
The voter comes up to the window and gives
his name ; the returning officer takes the
ballot and puts it in the box. And so it is
easy to poll from 800 to 1,000 votes a day.
The Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr.
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- Blair) will bear me out in saying that In
some parishes in the county of Kent in the
elections in which he took part, we poll as
high as 600 and 700, and even 800 votes, but
that capnot be dome with the Domipion
Elections Act, the Dominion balloft or the
Procedure Act with regard to the federal
election. Therefore, I submit, this clause
cannot apply. The clause taking the local

subdivisions and applying the Dominion Act |
to them would bring about a deadlock, it’

seems to me, on the day of election. I,
therefore, move in amendment :

Provided there shall not be more than 300
voters in any subdivision. *

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). Perhaps, my hon. and learned
friend would permit me to make an observa-

tion which may get over the difficulty.
Under the election law of the province of |

New Brunswick, I find that the whole pro-
vince is divided up into subdistricts, and
the statute. fixes the polling places in such

subdistricts. It is provided, by amendment

to the statute, that :

‘When the number of voters on the list in any
one polling subdistrict exceeds four hundred, it
shall be lawful for the returning officer to pro-
vide two boxes for such subdistrict, dividing the
registered list of the voters alphabetically, so as
to allow as nearly as may be an equal number
of voters to deposit their ballots in each box,
and for that purpose the returning officer may
employ such additional clerks or deputies as
may be required, and a separate check list, state-
ment and return shall be kept and made for and

in ‘respezt of eazh division of any such polling :

subdistrict.
I apprehend that what -my hon. friend would
‘Uke is.some such provision for the Dominion
‘elections, in order to avoid the difficulty he
points out. In view of what has been said
in the course of the debate, and seeing the
force of the objections raised by the hon.
gentleman and others on the other side of
the Houce, the hon. Minister of Railways
and . Canals prepared an amendment which,
I think, will meet the difficulty.

Where a polling division has more than 250

qualified voters, according to the voters’ list, the

returning officer shall provide separate and ad-
ditional polling stations or rooms, according to
the total number of qualified voters on the voters’
list, near to one another for the polling of the
votes in such polling division, and so that no
‘more than 250, nor when practicable not less
- than 200, qualified voters’ names shall be en the
Hist for each polling station or room.

. 2) The returning officer in such cases shali
prepare, or cause to be prepared from the voters’

list for the polling division a separate list for

. each polling station c¢r room, made up in alpha-

betical order according to the initial letter of the
surname of each voter. Each separate polling-

station or room shall be designated with the in-

itial letters of the voters on the lists who are to

vote in such station or room in the following

manner, that is . \
L to R, and from § to Z. or as the case may be.

_"(3). Every voter, the initis] of whose name shall

-be ‘included within the letters of the alphabet
' Mr. McINERNEY. :

to say : from A to K, and from

; designating a polling station or room, and con-
‘ teined in such list shall vote in the station or
room so designated. The returning officer shail
{ appoint a deputy returning officer for each sta-
: tion or room, and shall deliver to such deputy
. in due time a list certified by him to be a correct
. list of all voters on the voters’ list whose sur-
i names commence with the letters of the alpha-
! bet included within the letters by which such
: polling stations or rooms are designated.

That will provide for each congested dis-
;triet, such as that referred to by my learned
;and hon. friend, so that each polling station
; Shall not have more than 250 qualified vot-
! ers.

Mr. McINERNEY. I would propose an
i amendment that there shall pot be more
i than 400 voters on any list for any polling
i subdivision.

i The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Let me
!point out that the polling subdivisions are
under the control of the local legislature in
New Brunswick, and when that legislature
says that they shall extend over a certain
territorial area, we must make some provi-
'sion for polling the votes in that area. Then
(we want to adopt the very same system
i they have in New Brunswick for local elec-
| tions.

Mr. McINERNEY. I do not think it is
i absolutely necessary to cut down the num-
{ber to 250, or 200. My hon. friend from
. Cape Breton (Mr. MecDougall) shows me a
| subdivision in his county in which there are
' 398 names on the list under the old Fran-

. chise Act we have repealed. 1n many sub-
!divisicns there are over 300 votes. It does
:not necessarily follow that because there
‘are 300 votes on the list, we are going to
i poll 300 on election day. If you poll 240, you
i poll a very large average. It is easy to pell
i close ou 300 votes, even under the Dominion
| Election Procedure Act. Therefore, I think
i that 250 is rather a low figure. But the
 amendment which is to be proposed by the
. Soltcitor General is one that must meet with
;cons’iderable; opposition, I think, because it
. gives such tremendous powers, immediately
preceding an election, into the hands of a
man who is a political nominee. A return-
/ing officer is a political nominee, he is a
man named by the party in power for the
purpose of conducting the election, and he
is pamed from the rankas of the party in
power. He is always a man who sides with
them in polities. It would be foolish, accord-

| ing to the prevailing ideas, for any adminis-

traiion to put into the hands of the return-
ing officer these tremendous powers unless
he was 2 man belonging to their side of po-
lities, because in certain cases he might
have a casting vote. Besides, you give the
returning officer the power to subdivide a
large district into subdivisions, and to sub-
divide the lists alphabetically, for instance,
one from A to K, one from K to N, and so
on. Then you give him in addition the
power of saying who shall preside over the
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subdivisions as deputy returning officers,
which is also clothing him with great power.
It is one of the cifficulties of the Act, I ad-
mit, it is one of the difficulties of applying a
federal law to a local Franchise Act, it is
one of the difficulties that must stare hon.
gentlemen opposite in the face. This is a
tremendous power to put into the hands of
a political nomiaee. Then, again, I do not
think it would meet the case entirely. 1 wiii
again appeal for corroboration to the Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals. He knows the
constituency I represent almost as well as 1
do myself. Take, for instance, the parishes
of Dundas and Wellington, large French
parishes in the county of Kent. In those
parishes a large number of the electors are
of one name. Take, for instance, the Le-
blancs in the parish of Wellington. I do not
say that half the electorate of that large
parish are of that name, but a very large
proportion of them are of that name. And
80 it is with a number of other family names
in those parishes. I, therefore, think that
this plan, even of subdividing the names al-
phabetically from A to E, from E to K, and
80 on, would not meet the case in such cir-
cumstances. I admit the difficulty in a case
of this kind, but 1 must protest putting in
the hands of the returning officer, nominated
in the heat of an election strife from the
ranks of the ruliag political party, such tre-
mendous powers as are here given him, and
opening up the door to fraud on his part, as
such machinery as this svould necessarily
do. It would be an extremely dangerous
thing.

Mr. ELLIS. In the city of St. John we
fote precisely in that way under the present
aw.

Mr. McINERNEY. Does the returning offi-
cer on the day of election appoint the de-
puty returaing officers ?

Mr. ELLIS. Take, for instance, Prince or
Queen’s Ward in the city of St. John, in
which there are a large number of electors.
The returning officer, not on the day of elec-
tion but some days before, seiects his depu-
ties for all the various divisions of that
ward. Then he provides them with all the
necessary paraphernalia for carrying on the
elections on the different lists. I vote in one
particular place in my ward on the list of
which I find my name. Another elector
whose name appears alphabetically below
mine, goes to another poll.

Mr. McINERNEY. The hon. gentleman
does not see the difficulty we are now deal-
ing with. That is all right, because a ward
is divided into subdivisions, but it is not
divided into subdivisions alphabetically, the
alphabet is not divided up among wards.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, it is.

Mr. McINERNEY. I cannot agree with the
hon. gentiemar, that the whole list for each

subdivision is not an alphabetical list be-
ginning with A and ending with Z. The
hon. gentleman will not tell me that the al-
phabet from A to Z is divided into different
parts or subdivisions. Take King's Ward.
for instance. The elector whose name might
begin with A would go to one poll, and in
the same ward an elector whose name would
begin with B, would necessarily have to go
to another poll.

Mr. ELLIS. That is just what I told my
hon. friend.

Mr. McINERNEY. I do not think that is
the law.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The mode of overcoming the
difficulty which would necessarily arise
where there is a larger number of names on
the list than could possibly vote within the
hours of polling at ome poll, is a matier
with which we in New Brunswick are very
familiar. We have made provision for it
exactly in the way in which this proposed
amendment will make such provision. We
are familiar with it, not only in our munici-
pal and provincial elections, but also in our
Dominion elections. I remember that in the
city of St. John T voted at one polling booth
because the initial letter of my name was
such as it is; and another gentleman who
lived alongside of me, whose name comes a
little lower down in the alphabet, has a vote
at another polling booth within the same
polling division. I am speaking af this mo-
ment of Dominion elections.

Witin respect to local elections I do not
recollect the particular circumstiances. It
is a very commonl practice in the county
the hon. gentlemau represents. We have
found it necessary in one or two of the-
parishes. probably in two or three parishes
mor?a populous than others, to divide up the
list exactly in th2 same way as is proposed
in this Bill. I am quite at a loss to under-
stand why the hon. gentleman thinks an
opportunity will be afforded for fraud or
wrong-doing. No one has suggested fraud
or wrong-doing under the operatica of our
provincial Act. When this plan was devized
in connection with the proviuzial ¢lecrion
lIaw, as It was under the provincial Act of
1891, no one suggested any possibility of
wrong-doing occurring, and from that year
down to the present day I have nevar neard
of any returning officer of any of the districts
doing wrong, either in omitting nawmes or
placing names on the lists that shoull rog
appear there. I think there is nc founda-
tion for the fears the hon. gentleman enter-
tains. The amendment which he has pre
pared. but which he has net moved. would
be found very faulty when it came to be
worked out. He has not gone far enough
to provide for conditions which will cer
tainly arise and which are fundamental,
which would, however, be fully dealt with
in the clause submitted by the Solicitor
General. This matter has not been entirely
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overlooked, because when the Franchise Act
was introduced last session it contained a
similar clause to the amendment framed with

a view to meeting the conditions which arise

ir New Branswick at least. I do not think
they are likely to arise elsewhere. In other

provinces, except perhaps Prince Edward Is-
land, they have been using practically the

Australian ballot, whereas in New Bruns-

wick our elections have Dbeen conducted:
under the old system, under which a man

writes his name on the ballot an:d depasits
it, and under which system more persons

can register their votes than under the|

more complicated methods provided under
the Dominion Elections Act.
see where the trouble will arise
‘working out of the clause as proposed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So far as my
recollection goes, there is no such thing
done in Dominion elections as writing out
the lists alphabetically. My recollection is
that they are arranged territorially. When
the voters are so numerous as to reguire a

division of the list, the division is made
territorially and the voters go to the most

convenient place to vote.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The hon.
gentleman is not correct. Section 23 of the
Electoral Franchise Act is framed on the
same principle and mode suggested by the
Minister of Railways. with this one excep-
- tion, that it is done by the revising officer
‘instead of by the returning officer.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Notice is given
by the revising officer.

_The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

‘FISHERIES. Subsection 5 provides that

immediately after such revision the revising

officer shall prepare a list for each polling
district, containing aiphabetically the names
of all voters residing in such polling dis-
trict. The same principle of alphabeticai
order is prescribed by the Electoral Fran-
chise Act of 1885 as is suggested here.

‘The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS.  We provided in this amendment
against the possibility of a2 person being de-

-prived of his vote by having to go to an-|
other place different from where he supposed
he was entitled to vote, and in ease of sub-

- division' of the list providing two polling
‘booths close together. If a man found that
he could not vote in section *“ a,” he wouldl
find the polling booth for section “b” only
a short distance away.

- Mr. MeDOUGALL. I have lhere a copy
6f the polling list for a number of the dis-
‘triets in my county, and the voters’ lists
for two or three incorporated towns as ar-
ranged under the Dominion Franchise Act.
‘The subdivisions are made territorially and
the list alphabetically. I will read a de-
“secription of a polling distriet ¢
Mr. BLAIR.

But I cannot
in the.

CANALS.

Beginning .at a roint on the Cow Bay road

"where the same is intersected by the eastern

boundary of the town of Sydney ; thence north-
erly, following the houndary of the said town of
Sydney, to the junction of the Low Point Road

' with a road leading to the shore near the Inter-

national pier ; thence following said road to the
shore ; thence west into the harbour to the
centre thereof ; thence following up the centre of
the harbour to a point opposite the street known
.as Prince William Henry Street ; thence easterly
to and along Prince William Henry Street and
the old Cow Bay Road, to the place of com-

mencement.

That is a territorial description of the dis-
trict. The voters’ names are put down in

'alphabetical order within those boundaries.

It does not require, as the Minister of Rail-

{ ways stated. 2 man to go out of his terri-

torial subdivision to vote in another terri-

‘torial subdivision.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
It is so in all provincial eleec-

tions.

Mr. McDOUGALL.
with Dominior elections

But we are dealing
and Dominion

| voters® lists.

Mr. MCINERNEY. The hon. Minister
made a statement with respect to the Do-
minion election law in whiclh he was guite
wrong. Both Ministers were mistaken as to

'what the law is, and yet he endeavoured to
put me down because I stated the opposite

view. One of those hon. gentlemen stated

{that at St. John he voted at a poll because
.the initial letter of his was *“b,” while an-
‘other gentleman voted at another subdivision

hecause his nare began with another letter.
The hon. gentleman must be mistaken, be-
cause there is no Dominion law that enables
him to do so, or to authorize a returning
officer to divide a list in two parts and pro-
ceed alphabetically. He must divide it terri-

‘torially and then proceed with the names

from ““a” to “z” When the hon. Minister
of Railway tells me that at the local elec-
tions ;n Kent we have done so, he is wrong,
and the hon. gentleman will admit I know
something about those elections. The oniy
instance in which there was a subdivision
was when the hon. gentleman himself divi-
ded Dundas, as the delimiting line was so in-
definite that it was easily overlooked.
The delimiting line made by the legislature
of New Brunswick, in the parish of Dundas
in that election, was so indc Tite that the

~sheriff, who was returning omcer, did not
know how to make up the list at that time,

But it never happened in the county of

‘Kent, or in the province of New Bruhs-
wick, as far as T know, that the list was

divided by cutting the alphabet into pieces.
In the Dominion law there cannot be any
mistake about it, because the law has never
given any such power, and therefore the
g‘w;o hon. gentlemen were absolutely mis-
aken.
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Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 was proceeding to | division.

show that under the present franchise law
the practice has been to put on the list
for each subdivision a much larger number

of voters’ names than is proposed by the

amendment now submitted to the House. I
have here the list for mnine subdivisions
within the county I have the honour to re-

present, and if I had all the lists, I think

I would have three or four more which

show the names of over 300 voters and up
' and Fisheries shakes his head.

to nearly 400 in a polling subdivision.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Two hund-
red is the limit.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. 1 cannot understand
how that can be. I am going by what
has been done by the revising barrister.
who is a lawyer, and no fault was found

with his action, either by the voters or

by anybody connected with the exercise of

the franchise in respect to the number of:

votes on each list.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Under the

local law the limit is 400, but in the federal
law the limit varies from 200 to 300.

Mr. McDOUGALL.
I have here one polling subdivision with

348 names, another with 357, another with

391 names, another with 358 names, an-
other with 346 names, another with 359
names, another with 386 mnames, another
with 344 names.

The SOLAICITOR GENERAL.
revising barrister was not doing his duty.

The PRIME MINISTER.
illegal.

Mr. McDOUGALL. There must be some-
thing in the Act which permits it being

-done, or otherwise I imagine this revising

officer would not do it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is nothing in the Act
to permit it.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. T have here another
list with 333 names, and among those I find

153 of the same name—MeNeills. I would
like to know how a returning officer ap-|

pointed by the Government, a man who

may live twenty or thirty miles away and

who does not know half a dozen men in
the disirict, could go to work at short
notice and subdivide that district and select

the names that are going into each subdivi-*

sion of that district, which may be some
seven or eight miles in extent. It is not
going to add to the convenience of the peo-

ple to subdivide that district into two sub-

divisions for polling purposes, and especial-
ly so if it is done under the plan proposed
by the Minister of Railways.
division of the district takes place, I am
satisfied that the people of the district will
Insist that the polling booth would be put
at a convenient part of the district, say
one booth in the centre of each sub-

-number of subdivisions.

Be that as it may,

Then the|

All that is|

Tf the sub-

. Now for a returning officer to
go to work and be able to make up a proper

intelligent and practical list at short notice

and he a perfect stranger, would be an utter
impossibility, and would lead to contusion

- and dissatisfaction. In my experience inrun-

ning elections since the Act came into opera-
tion, and before the present Act came into
operation under our local Acts, people voted
in a subdivision to the number of 300 and
over 300. The hon. the Minister of Marine

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not dispute what the
hon. gentleman (Mr. McDougall) says, but
1 say the law does not provide for it.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I never saw any

difficulty arising because of the number of

names on the list. T know that in my own

particular subdivision it never took us more
‘than one-half the time allotted for voting

to vote the 300 names. There is another
objection which will arise in multiplying the
The Government
must see that by this Act they do not pro-
vide for the expenses of any work con-
nected with the making of the list or the
arrangement of subdivisions, and if they in-
crease the number of subdivisions they in-
crease the expenses proportionately. They
not only increase the expenses for returning
officers, but they put an increased expense
upon the municipalities by creating these
subdivisions.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No.
Mr. McDOUGALL. Yes, you do.

\'he MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
has not listened to the suggestions made in
the proposed amendment. It is not that
the municipality should subdivide the list,
but that the returning officer should do
it. He is an officer of the Dominion Gov-
ernment, and any expense he incurs must
be paid by the Dominion Government. It

“would not throw the expense upon the muni-

cipality.

Mr. McDOUGAILL. The Minister will
find that in s subsequent clause of this Bill
the officer of the municipality i§8 obliged to

furnish copies of the lists and of the sub-

divisions.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIBES. The proposal made by the
Solicitor General was that in cases where
the returning officer found the names on
the list exceeded a certain number, the re-
turning officer should himself divide them
into subdivisions and provide different polls
in these subdivisions. The expense of that
would fall upon the Dominion.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Then this work
wotld have to be done within a few days of
the election, and my experience is that
even at present. it frequently occurs that
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up to perbaps & day or two before the elec-
tion we cannot get the necessary informa-
tion from the officers .in regard to where
the voters shall vote. Under this provision
the returning officer will subdivide the dis-
trict within a few days of polling day, and
one-half the people of that district will not
know where to vote. [In & sparsely settled
district, perhaps ten miles in length and
seven or eight miles in depth, the people
will not know where to vote, and it will
cause great inconvenience.

Mr. BENNETT. Should not this proviso
be added : That in this alphabetical distri-
bution of the lists, it should be provided that
there shall be under each of the subdivisions
at least 350 names on the list. It is quite
possible to poll 300 votes in a division, and
I kunow it is done in our riding. The reason
of that is quite plain. If it were left to the
discretion of every returning cofficer to allot
ihe polling divisions as he pleases, there
would be no end of expense, because one
returning officer might have the idea that
there should be only 100 names in a polling
division, and another might think there
should be 400.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I would
like to point out to my hon. friend, that, by
this Act, we are adopting the polling sub-
divisions fixed by the local legislature. The
difficulty suggested here arises from the lasv
of the province of New Brunswick. There,
the whole province is divided into subdis-
tricts by the statute, not by the returning
officer. The result is, that there may be as
many as 500, 600 or 700 voters in one dis-
trict. By the local law it is provided that,
when the number of voters on the list in one
polling subdistrict exceeds 400, it shall be
lawful for the returning officer to provide
two polling boxes in such subdistrict; so
that, though all the electors may come to
one central spot to vote, the returning officer
shall have two boxes where the number of
votes exceeds 400.

Mr. GILLIES. In fact,
booths at the one place.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, or both
boxes may be in one booth. The intention
is, that under the federal law, where a poll-
ing sobdivision is created by the provinecial
law in which the number of voters exceeds
250, there shall be a separate polling booth
or a separate box for each 250 voters.

Mr. BENNETT. That is the point I was
calling attention to—that 250 names in one
polling division is too small a number, De-
cause it Is possible to poll 300 votes in one
division ; and I suggest that the number of
names should not be less than 350.

The SOLICITOR GENBERAL. As T know
nothing of the local conditiong in New
Brunswick, I cannot say whether there
would be any objection to fixing the num-
ber at 350 or not. At first sight, T do not

Mr. McDOUGALL.

two separate

see that there would be any objection. In
the Dominion Frarchise Aet the number is
put at 300.

Mr. FOSTER. For subdivision territorially.

The SOLICITOR GENERAIL. Yes, but in
the way that I read the Aect, there would
not be more than 200 votes.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. This may be all right
for the provinces where the density of the
population will permit such an arrangement,
and in the cities and towns, where the alpha-
betical lists can be used. But in the west-
ern provinces, where the population 1is
sparse, it would not work at all. In fact,
in such cases, 1 believe there should be a
proviso for a poll to be held in certain places
where the number of voters would not reach
300 or 250. We have in Manitoba and the
North-west small settlements at great dis-
tances from the towns, and it would be un-
fair to expect those people to travel 50, G0
or SO 1iles, as the care might be, sometimes
where there are no roads at all, to reach the
polling 'place to record their votes. I hope
the Solicitor General will see his way to in-
sert a provise, that, where a settlement
would be so small and so far from the poll-
ing place, a poll might be held at a more
ceniral point. The Minister of the Interior
knows that there are sett'ements along our
northern lakes in Manitoha—Lake Winnipeg,
Lake Dauphin, Lake Manitoba and Shoal
L.ake—where there are not more than 50, 60
or perhaps 100 votes. These people would
be compelled to go to the more thickly set-
tled portions of the province to record their
votes, because they are not sufliciently num-
erous t2> have & polling division by them-
selves. T would, therefare, ask that in Mani-
toba, and perhaps the Territories as well,
the subdivisions be made, not alphabetically,
but according to the territory, and that in
special cases distance should be taken into
consideration, in order to facilitate the
voters in small settlements recording their
votes.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Has my
hon. friend had his attention called to sub-
section “ e’ of section 5 ?

Mr. MecDOUGALL. 1 would like to ask
the hon. Solicitor General's opinion with re-
spect to districts that are less than 200 or
less than 150. What would he propose to
do under this Act ? Suppose there were two
districts sparsely settled, in 'which there are
only perhaps 100 or 150 voters, what are we
to do in that case ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is only
in the case of such an emergency as that
which the hon. member for Kent has pointed
oiut, that this section will be put into opera-
tion.

Mr. McINERNEY. What I protest against
is, not so much the proposed meeting of the
difficulty, because about the only way in
which it can be met is that which my hon.
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friend proposes, namely, the subdivision of ! line is changed to ‘*‘ three hundred,” but the
the districts alphabetically, but against the ; words “ two hundred,” in the concluding
tremendous power you are putting into the | portion of the first paragraph of that section

hands of a nominee, just before an election, :
to divide the lists and make three or four:
subdivisions in a general division. Before .
whom is this to be done ? There is no date
fixed on which it is to be done. It may be'
done the night before the election or the:
morning of the election. It may be done in|
the dark. It is a dangerous power to give,
to any man who is a political nominee, just:

on the eve of an election, and in the heat of

are not touched.

Mr. McINERNEY. That is perfectly true,
and that is the right history of the law, as
far as the hon. gentleman has gone. But
section 41 provides that. whenever the num-
ber of voters in any polling district, as con-
stituted under section 21, shall increase so as
to exceed two hundred, they shall be divid-
ed. That was amended so as to provide that
whenever the voters shall increase so as to

aa election. 1 protest against it on that
ground, and I would call the Solicitor Gen-
eral’s attention to this fact. I may be mis-

taken in regard to this, but 1 think there

was an amendment to the Electoral Fran-

chise Act previous to the last revision which -
gave the revising officer power to do just:

what was done in the county of Cape Breton.
If ‘my hon. friend will turn to the Franchise

Act of 1885, he will ind that section 41 does (

restrict the number of voters in each polling
district to 200, but, if he will turn to the
amending Act of 1886, he will find that the
words “two hundred” in that section are
changed to three hundred. It says:

Section 41 is hereby amended by striking out
tte words “ two hundred” In the second line
thereof and inserting the words *‘ three hundred.”

The

FISHERIES. If my hon. friend will look

at the Consolidated Statutes, he will see that .

the limit is two hundred.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. What my
bon. friend from Kent (Mr. MclInerney) says
is correct. but it applies only to the first
paragraph of the section.

Mr. McINERNEY. What 1 was calling
attention to was, that section 41 of the Act
of 1883 limited the revising officer to putting
200 names on the list, but that that section
41 was repealed by section 11 of the Act of
1886——

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Forty-one

Victoria, chapter 3.

Mr. MAINERNEY-—which gave him the
power of putting three hundred, instead of
two—

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
hon. friend’s pardon.

Mr. McINERNEY—By striking out the
words *“ two hundrad.” in the third line
thereof, and inserting * three hundred.”

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is the first part of the
section.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. In order to
avoid difficulty, T think I can give a history
of the legislaiicn. The first law is 48-149
Vie., chapter 49, section 41, which fixed the
number at two hindred, in the third line
of the section. Then, by 4849 Vie,, chapter
3, section 11, *two hundred,” in the third

I beg my

MINISTER OF MARINE AND

.exceed three hundred, then the returning
; officer shall have the power to divide.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That Is
‘right.

. Mr. MCINERNEY. But if my hon. friend
-will turn to section 18 of the amending Act
. of 1886, he will find it provides :

In the present year, 1886, it shall not be neces-
sary, in any case in which the preliminary Ilist
1 of voters has been made for a polling district
" constituted under the laws enforced at the time
: of the passing of the said Act, and which does
| not contain the names of more than 300 voters.

' That provides that in that year, in case It
"does noi exceed three hundred, there shall
. be no division.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
; right.

i Mr. McINERNEY. I am of the opinion,
‘that in that way, and previous to the revision
: of 1894—-the last revision, I think—there was
‘an Act passed by this Parliament, giving
. revising officers the power of extending the
i list even beyond three hundred for subdlvi-
!sions, and that, in accordance with that, the
i revising officer in the county of Cape Breton
! acted. and put this large number upon the
'list. I believe that to be the law.

t

i The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
EFISHERIES. You will find it is not the
‘law.

. Mr. McINERNEY. Does my hon. friend
'think that these legal gentlemen in the dif-
| ferent provinces, county court judges and
:others who make a study of these things, do

‘not know the la'w ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. 1 am perfectly satisfied that,
if the hon. gentleman will look at it, he will
: see what the law is.

Mr. McINERNEY. The point I make is,
that shortly before 1894, there was an
amending Act, authorizing the revising offi-
cers to put a larger number on the list than
three hundred without subdividing. That
appears to have been done under the amend-
ing Act of 1886. They were not bound to be
divided ~when they found not more than
three hundred on the list, and 1 believe it
was done again, previous to 1894, by an Act
of this Parliament giving the revising offi-

That Is
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cers power,

, where the number did ex-,
ceed three hundred, to put that number or; House is dealing with the franchise.

1
|

Mr. McINERNEY. I mean, of course, Ttil;e
'he

more on the list without dividing the dis- |sense in which I used the word, I think, was
trict, and that was done in accordance with | quite parliamentary. You are dealing with
that amending Aect, which the revising offi- | the rights and privileges of men, and yet
cer of Cape Breton and other counties acted ; you allow a third party named for political

uron.
revision of the lists, and 1 do not think it
would have escaped me, if such had not
been the law. 1 believe that the Solicitor
General will find there was an Act passed
giving that power to the revising
What 1 protest against is, giving power to
a political appointee, such as a returning
officer, to divide a large district into divisions

and say that from A to B shall vote here,

and from B to I somewhere else, and so on,

and not state on what day it shall be done

or before whom it shall be done, but allow
it to be done by himself, perhaps the night
hefore the election. You are opening wide
the door to fraud.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS

CANALS. What kingd of fraud ?
Mr. McCINERNEY. I shall tell the hon.
gentleman. The returning officer might, the

night before, or two or three Jdays before,
an election, in his own office, take the lists
of the distriet No. 1 and cut up that distriet,
and leave off the lists a certain number of

names, either intentionally or unintention-

ally. He may make a mistake, if he will, or
leave them off maliciously. In any ecase,
you are putting tremendous power into his
hands. There is no revision over that power
which he exercises.
body ; it is done in no court; no one need

be present to see what he does and you give

him the power to wipe off the list names of
men who may be opposed to him in polities.
That is what it means. This man is
not a judicial officer, he need not have
any great standing in the community.

He is appointed by a political party some- |

times to do their party work, and you say

you are going to give such an individual the
power to divide up the votes of the district |

and cut the alphabet into pieces in the way
I have mentioned, and leave off hundreds
of men who are entitied to vote.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No.

Mr. McINERNEY. What is going to stop
him ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is not to
be assumed that we are all blackguards.

Mr. McINERNEY. In making laws, you |

are not supposed to make any such assump-
tion, but you are not estopped from making
it. You are supposed to make laws that will
not permit any actions of this kind. You
are to guard the public interest. This is not
an ordinary law ; you are dealing with the
rights and privileges of men—you are deal-
ing with the franchise.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-

tleman will please address the Chair.
Mr. McINERNEY.

AND |

It is done before no-i

officer. |

exercise of that right.

I have been attending closely to the : purposes, to take away—

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Nothing of
the sort.

Mr. McINERNEY. This law permits him.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No, it does
not.

Mr. McINERNEY. Waell, it gives him the
chance.

The SOLICITOR GEXNERAL. No, not at
all.

Mr. McINERNEY. Will the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Fitzpatrick) tell me how this law
prevents it ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Here is a

' polling subdivision in which a certain num-

ber of men are entitled to vote. These men
know that they have a right to'go to a cer-

 tain locality and there they will find a poll-

ing booth and all the paraphernalia for the
When they reach
there, instead of having to deal with one
ballot box and one returning officer, they
will find they are to deal with two, three or
four, and they record their vote in one box
or the other, according to the subdivision of

'the list.

Mr. McINERNEY. But that is not the

point.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That is the
very point.

Mr. McINERNEY. I have certainly not
made myself plain to the hon. gentleman.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mclnerney) must remember
that we are dealing with a serious maftter.

Mr. McINBRNEY. I am serious. I do not
think that the ‘Solicitor General should cast
such an insinuation across the floor. I am
speaking seriously and I sincerely believe
that what I say is true.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The return-

ing ofticer has not discretion except to sub-

‘divide the existing list.

Mr. McINERNEY. Does that prevent him
from leaving off half the names ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Why should we
make separate lists ?

Mr. McINERNEY. That is what is pro-

The PRIME MINISTER. Not at aill, he
subdivided the existing list.

Mr. McCINERNEY. But the existing list
cannot be in four places at once.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. But it is only one place.

Mr. McINERNEY. It is at four places.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. At four
booths.

The MINISTER OF 3MARINE AND
FISHERIES. If I understand the madtter
the local law provides that the polling shall
take place at or near a certain place in the
subdivision. This does not interfere with
that, but, instead of having one polling booth
in the place you will have two, three or four,
as the number of voters on the lists may re-
quire. Therefore, the power of the return-
ing officer, to which the hon. gentleman
takes exception, is so limited that it is not
possible to carry on the fraud that the hon.
gentleman suggests.

Mr. McINERNEY. There has never been
an election held under this law.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ‘A
CANALS. What law ? Why, surely the
hon. gentlemarn is mistaken.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This law
was passed in 1891.

Mr. McINERNEY. I say there never was
an election leld In the province of New
Brunswick under that Act.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentieman is mistaken.

Mr. McINERNEY. I am not mistaken. I
know what I am talking about——

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Have you never had an elec-
tlon since 1891 ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was golng to say that I have
run two or three elections under it myseif.

Mr. McINERNEY. Does the hon. Minister
mean to tell me that in the lecal by-election
in 1892 in which he came into Kent County,
anrd in which his candidate alone received
in the one parish of Wellington over 400
votes, and there were 900 votes on the list——

The PRIME MINISTER. What would the
hon. Minister (Mr. Blair) have to do with
that ?

Mr. McINBERNEY. He was the Attorney
General of the province, and it was his
business to see that the election was run ace-
cording to the law.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This became law in April, 1891.

Mr. McINERNEY. Yes, but when was it
put in force, and what general! election was
ever run under it ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It was
passed, and the elections must have been run
under it

Mr. McINERNEY. Not necessarily.

The SCLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, neces-
sarily.

Mr. McINERNEY. The law need not come
into operation as soon as it is passed.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It came into operation at once.

Mr. McINERNEY. In many cases laws do
not come into operation as soon as they are
passed. I have stated the case with regard
to the election of 1832, and the hon. gentle-
man (®ir. Blair) cannot deny it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I certainly have no knowledge of
the circumstances—

Mr. McINERNEY. The hon. gentieman
ought to know when he was there in Kent
County and knew that 400 votes were cast
for his cne candidate in the parish of Wel-
lington.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not remember whether any-
one got that particular number of votes.

Mr. McINERNEY. You ought to remem-
ber it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Perhaps you may remember.

Mr. McINERNEY. I do remember it per-
fectly well ; it was a matter of very con-
siderable importance, and I do not know
how it can have escaped the memory of the
hon. gentleman. But I am not concerned with
outrages in the province of New Brunswick
against what ought to be the law. What I
want is to try te make a law for the Domin-
jon that will be in the interests of the peo-
ple. If I were In the local legislature of
New Brunswick, I would protest against
such a law, and so far as I know it never
was brought inte force in the carrying on of
any election.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
?ANALS. The hon. gentleman is absolutely
N error.

Mr. McINERNEY. I am not in error. I
was not in error a few moements ago when I
stated a thing in contradiction to the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair), and I am not in error
now. He told me that he voted in the Do
minion elections at a pell in the city of St.
Jobn because his name began with B and a
gentleman whose name began with another
letter voted in the same subdivision, and I
have shown him that it could not be done
under the Dominion law, and the Solicitor
General substantiates what I say. Now,
the hon. gentleman may contradict the state-
ment that I make, and I say that my recol-
lecticn on the subject I8 as clear as his and
I am as likely to be right as he is. What I
protest against in this provision is the tre-
mendous power you are seeking to give to a
political nominee just before an election, un-
restricted by any person, to cut the list in
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pieces and leave hundreds of names off the
list, intentionally or unintentionally.

The, MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I must say that I am very much

surprised at the mode in which the hon. gen- '
tleman is discussing this question. It does
not appear to me that whether his recol-.
lection a8 to how many votes were polled
and whether one candidate got 400 or more:
cr less at one polling booth is correct or not .

cught to finally determine a question of this
description. 1 tell the hon. gentleman that
the law which was passed in 1891 went into

effect when it was assented on the lbth,;ﬂm sure. though I cannot speak from per-

April, 1891, and it declared :

When the number of voters on the list in any
one polling subdistrict exceeds 400 it shall be
lawful for the returning officer to provide two

as nearly as may be an equal number of voters

to deposit their ballots in each box, and for that: . . A 2 A
b : number of polling divisions in which this

purpose the returning officer may employ such
additional clerks or deputies as may be required,
and a separate check list, statement and return
shall be kept and made for and in respect of
each division of any such polling subdistrict.

That is the law passed in 1891. The hon.
member may remember Jjust what took
place on some one or more of the polling
subdivisions in his county, I cannot do so.

I was taking an active part in the contest
on the occasion which he refers to, but I can-
not possibly recollect what votes were polled
for the respective candidates at the various
polling subdivisions. 1 much regret that
the hon. gentleman thinks I ought to have
remembered those important particulars,
and that I am not entitled to speak as to
whether this Act was in operation, because
I ecannot at once call to mind the
number of votes that were polled. It
may have occurred to the bon. gentleman as
a remarkable fact worthy of recollection,
but I must confess my inability to carry
matters of that importance in my mind.
The hon. gentleman is not only in error as
a matter of recollection, but I should think
he would be a little reluctant to make so
positive a statement as he has made in face
of the existing law. It may be possible
that the returning officer did not feel com-
pelled under the statute to make the divi-
sion in aany particular district, because the
statute says that when the number of votes
exceeds a certain figure it shall be lawful
for the returning officer to provide two
boxes. There may have been 300, or 450,
or 500 In a district. and it may be that the
returning officer felt he had the right
to exercise a discretion in providing
for a snbdivision of the peoll in the
district he refers to. But it neverthe-
less remains a fact that two elections
have been held in the province of
New Brunswick since this law passed, and
in my own county I know polling districts
where there were, side by side, two different
polling booths, divided because of the num-

Mr. McINERNEY.

! occurred
' th .
Loxes for such subdistricts, dividing the regis-: e hon
tered list of voters alphabetically, so as to allow :

!ber of votes which were on the list in that
: polling district. ‘Take, for instance, the city
-of Fredericton where I myself ordinarily
‘vote. In that city the number of electors
. is some 1.300 or 1,400, there are no less than
‘four different polling boxes in the town.
I may almost say they are within a stone’s
throw of one another, two in one building
rand two in another building, two in the
i court-house—the hon. member for York (Mr.
Foster) knows where it is—and the other
"two in the city hall. Those were divided
raccording to the alphabet. That occurred
“all over the province of New Brunswick, I

sonal knowledge and say it occurred here
or occurred there. I know it must have
in Westmoreland, and I think if
member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) were here, he would admit at once
that in every large parish and polling-divi-
sion in that county there must have been a

i alphabetical break-up of the electoral
lists took place. 1t is not open to
question rthat this was the law, and
it has Dbeen working without any

complaint from any quarter. nor until the
present moment have I ever heard suggested

 that there was any possibility of any wrong

being done by the operation of that law.
The Act I am now reading from was passed
at my own instance. I think this very
section of the statute which I have read was
Introduced into the provincial legislature by
myself, and no one ever suggested that it
would open the door to fraud of any kind.
During these two elections I have yet to
hear any person suggest that any fraud
bad taken place under it. Here a list is
made up uader the provincial law covering a
whole polling distriet, according to the terri-
torial limits laid down in the Act. The
returning officer has that list before him,
and he knows that every person can have
access to that list who desires. For the
convenience of the voters, and in compli-
ance with such a provision as this, if it
should become law, he divides that list up.
If it should happen that a name is left off.
it could only occur by accident, I am not
willing to suppose the possibility of a man
entrusted with a duty of that kind, who had
taken his oath to perform his duty faithfully,
would willingly omit a name. But should
it occur by accident that a name was left
off, there would be no difficulty in the voter
getting his name put on again. If his
name had been left off in the splitting up of
that list, he would go to the place where,
according to the imitial of his name, he
would expect to find his name, and if he
did not find it there, he would call the at-
tention of the returning officer at the poll to
the fact that his name had been dropped.
and it could be and would be put on. It
would be put on because it is the original
list which is the governing list, and which
is only divided up for the convenience of
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the voters alphabetically. This list would | called his attention to that fact, referred me
be there, open for reference, and accessible | to subsection “e,” which says :

to anybody who desired to see it. I canmot, ;. .1 4o the duty of the returning officer
understand why my hon. friend should | ,5h0inted by the Governor in Council to con-
think it necessary to raise such a purely | stitute polling divisions, and to appoint and fix
fanciful objection to a reasonable proposi- | polling places and polling stations in all cases
tion such as is contained in this amendmenti. | where, under the laws of the province, it Is

g the duty of the returning officer at provincial
Mr. BENNETT. If my recollection serves | aioctions to do so, and he shall to that end have

me right, the polling places are all stated | the same powers as are vested by such laws in
in the printed proclamation which gmtxounces such returning officer.

t olling day. - But to my mind it seems . . )
clllgall') tliat;g if {1 polling division is divided ;O turning to the election law of Manitoba,
in that way, it would be announced in the | Sections 86, 87 and 88, I fail to find that
proclamation that the voters’ named from; the returning officer in that province has

1]

John Smith’s shop, and those from M to i ment of polls, the returning officer, upon
7 would vote at Tom Brown's shop. In . the receipt of the writ of the election, shall

that way no trouble could arise. such as the i = forthwith thereafter™fix a poll in and for

hon. member for Kent (Mr. McInerney) anti- : €ach of the polling divisions provided by the

cipates. That is on the assumption that the ‘list of elector:? in a central and convenient
polling places are named before the poiling | Place therein.” . o
day, in the Dominion Act, and that they | The next section provides that the building
are also stated publicly in the proclamation : I which the poll is held shall not be a
issued by the returning officer prior to the | tavern or place of public entertainment, and
election day. But I submit for the consider- | there shall be access to the poll for every
ation of the Solicitor General that the num- ; elector. Section 88 provides that the polls
ber of voters in each division should at|sShall be established * in central and commo-
least be 300. I have been referring to the | dious localities, in such manner as to be
voters’ lists in my own riding, and I ﬁnd;at distances not less than 100 yards apart
that in one polling division there are 514 |from each other in any city, town or village,
names on the list, there were 302 votes | OF one mile apart in any rural municipality
polled in that division. If this law goes | Or unorganized territory.” These are all the
into effect, as at present anticipated, there ; POWers the returning officer pnssesses with
being 514 names on the list, there would be | respect to the establishment of the polls,
three polling divisions in that one district.; 2nd, therefore, subsection “e” in this Bill
Now, let it be fixed at the number of 300, does not confer any power on the returning
then there will be two in that division. I;officer, who will be appointed by the Gov-
notice in the lists of that riding that there | ernor in Council. In some parts of our pro-
are a number of polling divisions having i ¥ince, where the population is very sparse,
over 250 names, but not 300. Now, if you it would be unfair and unjust to compel
restrict it to 250, the result will be that in ! People to travel a long distance in order to
rural districts you will have to split the record their votes. I hope the Solicitor Gen-
division, so to speak, and as two houses|eral will allow the returning officer—and I
may not be close together for the purpose of will trust the returning officer in this case—
polling, then a man, not finding his name | t0 make a special polling division under such
at one polling place, and not knowing the | circumstances.

proclamation and the change, he would be| The SOLICITOR GENERAL. From what
forced perhaps to go a mile or half a mile | i5 the hon. gentleman reading ?

further to the other place. I trust the .
Government will see their way clear to Mr. LaRIVIERE. From subsection “e”
allowing 300 names to be on one list, because | of the present Bill. and sections 86, 87 and
if there are 300 names on the list. I am sure | 88 of the Revised Statutes of Manitoba.

there will not be over 260 polled. The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Chapter49
The PRIME MINISTER. I find by look- | has been supplemented by the Act of 1892,
ing at the local Acts that the average num- | chapter 12, and also by the Act of 1894,
ber is 200, the limit under the provincial|chapter 9.
%&:n}a)&n%’o s %?-ioﬁ n Quebec It 18 200 s | Mr. LaRIVIERE. I stuck to that Act, be-
But I recognize there is some force in the thinl it s bepas Act, and 1 did not
argnment of the hon. member for Simcoe | RIBK it could be improved.
(Mr. Bennett). For my part I would have| The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Chapter 25
no objection to making the number 300 in- | provides that the registration clerk shall
stead of 200. divide the district for which he is acting

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The objection I raised | l0t0 Dalling divislons containing not more

2 liftle while ago would still stand, so far 3111&112123 voters. That, no doubt, meets the

a8 Manitoba I8 concerned, where the popu-
lation is not so dense a8 it is in the eastern| Mr. LaRIVIERE. That is the old provi-
provinces. The Solicitor General, when I |sion.
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The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That is theI
new law. i

AMr. LaRIVIERE. The hon. gentleman will |
notice, that in subsection *" e’ he refers to!
the powers of the returning ofticer appoint-
ed under the local Act, not to a registration
clerk. The Bill speaks of the returning offi-
cer appointed under the local Act, while In
the clause from which the hon. gentleman |
has quoted, the oflicer is spoken of as the:
registration clerk.

The SOLICI'TOR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman will notice, that, under subsection
13 d v :

Where, for any part of a province, polling :
divisions are not established by or under the !
laws of the province, but by or under such laws
places are fixed where polls shall be opened and
held at provinecial elections and 1sts of the
voters entitled to vote at such places at such
elections have been prepared and are or have
been in force polis shall be opened.

~ Therefore, under section ‘e, the registra-
tion clerk shall make the subdivision by poli-.
ing divisions.

Mr. BRITTON. This is not a wholly un-;
tried experiment. The law in respect to poll-
ing subdivisions has been in force in On-
tario for the last ten years. I know that
the power has not been exercised many |
times, because it was anot necessary, but it
- has been exercised on several occasions, and
pever yet has there been any complainrt,
either on the part of the returning officer or
on the part of the voter, in regard to the
convenient means provided for registering
their votes. In Ontario, the mumnicipality
has to divide the wards into polling divisions,
and the returning officer has not to register
more than 200 votes for each subdivision ;
but sometimes there are more than 200
voters in one subdivision, and in such case,
where there 200, but not more than 300,
they are allowed to go to the polling dbooth.
If there are more than 300, he is bound to
subdivide the district, and he must do it be-
fore nomination day, so as to ensure its an-
nouncement at that time, and also at the
time notice of election is given. There are
cases in which no subdivision has been
made, and then the returning officer has not
to poll more than 200 voters in any one poli-
ing place. That has been the practice, and
no fault has been found with it by the re-
tarning oflicer, 2nd nc complaint has been
made in regard to names being put on or
taken off, any more than at an ordinary
subdivision. 1 know that the people of On-
tario are pretty geod people, and those in
New Brunswick are not any worse than In
Ontario, and the returning officer, although
the nominee of the head of the Liberal
party, is there to do his duty, ¢ 7d generally
does it. The Liberals have not great reason
to complain of returning officers, and I am
still more satisfied that the Conservatives
have no reason to complain of the Liberal
returning officers. The experiment has been

~ Mr. LeRIVIERE,

i

tried, and has been found mot open to the
ocbjection which has beer urged against it
to-night.

Mr. BENNETT. 1 call the attention of the
Solicitor General to the fact that the polling
division shaill be established by and under
the laws of the province. Ontario polling
divisions are not established by the pro-

| vince, but by each municipality. So it might

happen that the returning officer, after the
writ was placed in his hands, with this Act
in front of him, might argue that under the
present law of Ontario there are no arrange-
ments for polling divisions, and not having

| the power to carry out this provision, he

might arrange to have all the polling divi-
sions in one place. It should be amended
by inserting the word * municipality.”

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The same
condition which prevalils in Ontarlo is like-
wise found in Quebec, that the polling sub-
divisions are established by the municipal-
ity. We find the words are, ‘ shail be estab-
lished by or under the laws of the province.”
The wmunicipal authorities appoint the poll-
ing division under the provincial law in both
provinces. Therefore, the subdivision is cre-
ated by the municipality, under the law of
the province, and it will come under section
“d.” That was the object, at all events, of
putting in the words * by or under the law.”

: My object was to make that section so as

to apply to the polling subdivisions estab-
lished under the municipal by-law, which

| by-law might be passed by the municipality

under the authority of an Act of the local
legislature.

Mr. CLANCY. If the hon. gentleman sald
“by and under,” it would make it clearer.
The word “ or” is alternative, either under
the law of the province or under & muni-
cipal Act by the authority of the province.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL., 1 would
like to hear from my hon. friend from Sim-
coe (Mr. Bennett) on that. As T understand
it, the polling subdivisions would be those
established by the law of the province, or
the polling subdivisions would be those
established under the law of the province ;
that is to say, by the munmicipality acting
under the authority of a statute of the local
legislature. It seems to me that meets
the difficuity exactly. ’

Mr. . BENNETT. How would it be to
insert the word * municipal” aprd make it
read “ by or under the municipal law of the
province.” If some one were to 8o advise
the returning officer he might say there is
no arrangement of the divisions by any law
of the province.

Mr. LISTER. There is.

Mr. BENNETT. True, there 18 in the
sense pointed out by the Solicitor General,

but the returning officer might not take
that view.
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The SOLICITOR GENERAL. In Ontario
and Quebec the polling divisions are estab-
lished by the municipalities ; in New Bruns-

wick and Nova Scotia they are established

by the statute. and in British Columbia by

the Lieutenant-Governor in Council, under

the authoerity of the law. If I inserted the
word ‘ municipal” it would not meet the
case of British Columbia.

Mr. BENNETT. It would conflict there.

Mr. SPROULE. There is no doubt what-
ever that the suggestion of the Solicitor
General would meet the case exactly, be-
cause the municipal councils make the di-
visions and they do it under the municipal
law.

Mr. McINERNEY. Before the subsection.

passes, I wish to say that when the Min-
ister of Railways read the New Brunswick

Act of 1891, he must have seen that it is

only an enabling Aect, and it does not com-
pel the returning officer to divide the dis-
trict into two parts. The Act says it shall
be lawful for him to do it, but he need
1ot do it unless he likes. Therefore, I still
maintain that in the elections heid in that

province subseguent to the Act of 1881,y

which came under my notice. there were
1o su2ch divisions made by the returning
officer. Notwithstanding all that has been

said by the hon. Solicitor General, the difi-

culty which first occurred te¢ my mind in
regard to this clause still -remains, and
nothing which has been urged removes that
difficuity. I refer to the danger of giving
the power to divide up the distriets, under
this section, to a political appointee in the
bheat of an election. There is no date fixed
for him ; he does it before nobody but him-
self, and what is to prevent him in that
case from leaving the names of many of
" the electors off the lst ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. We had
better leave that untll we come to an
amendment which I propose to section 6.

Mr. FOSTER. I have been trying to
ifsten to the discussion, But not being a
- lawyer, of course it is difficult for me to
get all the points in my mind, and it is
still more difficult because of the differences
between lawyers themselves. I have studied
the Biil as put before me, but my hoa.
friend (Mr. Fitzpatrick) has now meoved a
long and involved amendment, and I have
not had an opportunity of studying it. I
should think the same difficulty occurs to
nine-tenths of the members of this House
who are trying to follow this legislation.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do neot
intend to move that amendment at the
present time, but in view of the discussion
1 thought it fair to state that I would move

it.

Mr. FOSTER. That meets my difficulty.
1 do not want to vote on that amendment

120
REVISED

until it is printed, and I presume my hon,
friend intends te print it.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL., Yes.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. the
Solicitor General has, I think, shown a very
strong desire to meet the views of those
taking an interest in this measure, and [
would ask him if it is not practicable to
devise some means to meet the objection
urged by the hon. member for Ken: (Mr.
MeclInerney). It occurs to me that my hon.
friend (Mr. Fitzpatrick): might be able to
meet the difficulty by providing that some
responsibie officer should do the work of
arranging the polling districts. It will be
known long before the electicn takes place
what the numbers of the voters are In
the varicus districts, and therefore it wouid
be perfectly competent for a responsible
party who would be entrusted with that
duty, to know what districts will reauire
to be subdivided.

My hon. friend has already conceded to
the hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Ben-
‘nett) that there shall be not less than §00
names on the list in each subdivision. That
meets that point. I want te see if he can-
not go a little further and provide two things
to meet the objections of my hon. friend
from Kent (Mr. ‘MclInerney) : first, that the
limits of the subdivision shzall be fixed, not
by the returning officer, but by some oune
more directly responsible to the Govern-
ment, whether by the revising officer or some
one eise ; and, secondly, that it shall not be
done on the spur of the moment, with every
person left in doubt where he is to vote unl
‘he actually goes to the polis, but that it shall
be done in the mode provided in the present
Franchise Act, by which voters shall all
know from the proclamation where they
are to go to vote. It zppears to me that
the hon. Solicitor General, with the inge-
nuity he has shown in overcoming cother
difficulties, might find a means of meeting
the objections of my hon. friend from Kent,
if he would turn his attention to them.

The PRIME MINISTER. It has seemed
to me gll along that my hon. frienda are
really suggesting difficultles where no diffi-
cultles exist. There must be some officer
to fix the places for polling. Under the ex-
isting law, which we are repesling, this
duty is performed by the revising officer.
Before we had the revising officer it was
performed by the returning officer, and now
when we are going back to the old system
we propose that that duty shall again be
performed by the returning officer.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What dc you
say ;xs to the publication without due noc-
tice

The PRIME MINISTER. At the present
time, if the returning officer finds that there
is a polling station which has more than
200 names, he divides it at once, and pub-
» R .
EDITION.
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lishes it, in his proclamation, before the|

clection day.
Mr. McINEKNEY.
amendmeat.

The PRIME MINISTER. That will be
provided for. With regard to the names.

the amendment that has been prepared by
my colleague, the hon. Minister of Railways.

provides that the list shall be made up in
such a way that the voters whose names
are, for example, from A to K or from M to
R would vote at such or
place, so that there is no necessity of sub-
dividing the list te avoid possible errors.
‘What is done—I have seen it in my own
prevince—is to give the returning officer as
many copies of the whole list as there are

polling stations, and it can be seen exactly

where a man is to vote. My hon. friend
the Solicitor General will, I am sure, see
that these points are provided for.

The SCLICITOR GENERAL. I want to
say to the leader of the Opposition that by
subsection *“b?” it is provided that * the
polling subdivisions shall be those estab-

lished by or under the laws of that province |

for the purposes of provincial elections.”
In the province of Ontario, for instance, the.
polling subdivisions are fixed long in ad-
vance by the municipal authorities, not by
the returning officer at gll. In the province
of Quebec the polling subdivisions are also
established by the municipal authorities. In

Nova Scotia and New Brunswick they are

fixed by statute, of course long in advance
of any -election.

Governor in Council. The only case in
which the returning cfficer can be called
upon the scene at all is such a case as may

occur im the province of New Brunswick. |

In all the other provinces I venture to say

that the limit of voters in any subdivision

18 200 ;: but in the province of New Bruns-

wick it may happen, because of the polling

subdivisions being fixed by statute, that
there may be 400 or 500 or 600 voters in a
polling subdivision.

Mr. McINERNEY, Or 900. ' :

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Or 900;
end in that case we provide that the return-
ing officer shall subdivide the list alphabe-
tically, so that there will be three polling
booths at the same place, 300 voters being
assigned to each polling booth. The funec-
tion of the returning officer does not cob-
sist in subdividing the polling subdivisions,
but in arranging the list alphabetically ; and
that would apply exclusively to the case
pointed out by the hon. member for Kent as
possible to occur in New Brunswick, and
nowhere else. urning C
absolutely nothing to do with fixing the
limits of the polling subdivision.

Mr. CLANCY. _Is it provided for in the
unorganized districts of the provinece of
Ontario ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

That is not in the

such a

In Manitoba and British
Columbia they are fixed by the Lieutenant-

‘would vote at all.

The returning officer has

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
vided for them also.

Mr. CLANCY. The returning officer has
rower to fix the polling subdivisions there.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. 1 beg the
hon. gentleman’s pardon. He will find that
in the unorganized territory there are no
polling subdivisions under the previncial sta-
tute, but polling places ; and the only duty
of the revising officer is to fix the territorial
area within which the voters will be found
to come to each polling place.

Mr. CLANCY. That is equivalent after

all to the power of fixing the limits of the
divisions. It is true, the polling divisions

I have pro-

are not fixed by statute, but they may be

fixed by the will of the returning officer.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. 1 ask my
hon. triend to look at section 61 of the On-
tario Eleetion Act, where he will find it pro-
vided that in the unorganized territory a

poll shall be opened and held at certain

places specified. These places are fixed by
the statute, not by the returning officer.

Mr. McINERNEY. I do not think that
the remark that fell from the Prime Minister

{will at all do away with the difficulty in

this case. The right hon. gentleman dealt
with a number of things which it would
be more satisfactory to find in the amend-
ment which the Solicitor General read ; but
they are not there. He meeéets some objec-
tions if the amendment he spoke of were
proposed, but the amendment prepared by
the hon. Minister of Railways and put in
the hands of the Solicitor General, to meet

‘the case of New Brunswick, does not meet

it. Does the amendment which the Soli-
citor General read to the House and which we
may have proposed here—but we have no de-
claration that it is to be proposed at ail—
state that all these polling booths shall be
in the one place in the district. It states
nothing of the kind ; and in so far as the
province of Ontario is concerned, we have
many instances of how the law worked in
the late election in the city of Ottawa.

‘'Why, at that election some of the leading

citizens of this city came to me and said

‘they had travelled from one poll to another

looking for their names until they got tired
and disgusted, and did not belleve they
The ex-Minister of
Marine (Mr. Costigan) fold me that he had
been to several polls on that day without
success, anG did not know that he was

‘bound to go round the city in order to

find where his name was entered. If there
is such difficulty in a city, how great must
be the difficulty in a country place ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. The list is hung up
iu specified central public places. Any gen-
tleman can look at that list and find where
he has to vote.

Mr. McINEENEY. I understand that in
the local election in Ontarlo there is no
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proclamation of the voting places. The
deputy returning officer in the city of Ot-

in Ottawa know early in the morning where
he was to vote?

Mr. LANDERKIN. At the nominations in :
Ontario, every polling place is announcéd in
the hustings. Every place is to be put in
the proclamation, and every elector can see'
exactly where he has to vote.

Mr. McINERNEY. All I know is that a
gentleman belonging to this city has put in
my hand a note contradicting that statement,
and stating that the division was made by;
the returning officer the night before the'
election.

Mr. LANDERKIN,

Mr, McINERNEY. I am satisfied that this|
is a fact.
came tc the Russel House, and said thart:
they conld not find the poll where they had;
to vote. and I have mentioned the case of
the ex-Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
who told me that he travelled round sev-!
eral polls trying to find where his name was
entered.

Nothing of the sort. :

I kuow that several gentlemen |

The PRIME MINISTER. He was not| ing officers have the one list?

anxious to vote.

Mr. McINERNEY. The fact that he went!
to several places showed his anxiety te vote,
and tke fact that he appeared here in public
meetings, showed his anxiety.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps he was not
‘twelnty-one years of age.

Mr. McINERNEY. Why, he has been in
this House iounger than that. 1f there is
ilis difficalty in a city, how much greater
difficulty must there be in a country district
twenty or thirty miles in length. To tell
a man that he shall go to the end of a
parish to see if his name is on the list,
and if it is mot there, send him to the
other end of the district, perhaps twenty
miles distait, is an absurdity. The amend-
rnent propossed dces not state that all the
polls shall be in the one place, and even if

it a@id, it proposes that an official nominee, |

the returning officer may, on the eve of an
election, in the heat of a contest, divide
the list. And that need not be printed, but
be a written list. There is no obligation
to 'have the list printed, and as a matter
of fact they are not printed, unless at the
expense of the candidate. This officer may
divide the list to suit himself, and inten-
tionally or unintentionally, leave a number
of voters off in any one or more sections.
How are you going to get the names he
leaves off put on? The hon. gentleman
will see what a dangerous power he Is
placing in the hands of these men. If

the dividing of the list were left to the|

revisers in the province of New ‘Brunswick,

to be done by them in the month of Oc-
129§ \

tober, when they make the lists ‘up, and

then be sent by them to the county clerk
tawa divided up his district the night before ;
the election. How, then, could any elector !

before the month of November, the work
would be done more fairly. Their lists
are posted subject to correction, and you
can ask to have names put or or struck
off. But I protest against a political
nominee, such as a revising officer, being
given the power of dividing the list in
the heat of election, and leaving off names,
intentionally or umntentlonally, S0 that on
the day of the election, when an elector
finds his name has been left off, he has
no means of having it put on and is de-

: prived of his vote.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I would
like to point out to the hon. gentleman that
the polling subdivisions are fixed by statute.
The subdivided lists are not the authentic

i list, but the authentic list is that which is
' made by the reviser, and it is that which is
‘subdivided. A man whose name in on the

authentic list would have the right to vote,-
whether his name is on the subdivided list
or not. 'The hon. gentieman knows that un-
der a law in New Brunswick, the authentic

! list must be in the hands of the returning

officer.
Mr. McINERNEY. How can four relurn-

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. You can
have four authentic copies of the one lict.
Mr. McINERNEY. I know more about the

law in New Brunswick than does the hon.
gentleman. It provides that there shall be

| only one list handed to the returning officer,

and not several. He makes his copy of that

' list and puts it in the ballot box and gives it

to the deputy returning officer.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Can he not make three copies
just as well as one?

Mr. McINERNEY. No, because he must
divide the list up.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

'FISHERIES. He need not divide it at all,
but give three full copies. -

Mr. McINERNEY. Well, I cannot under-
stand how you can have four polling booths
and have the list in every polling booth.
Suppose these polls were ten miles apart.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Baut they
cannot be. What is the use of talking such
nonsense?

Mr. McINERNEY. Does that amendment
say so ?

The SOIICITCR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman has never read it. .

Mr. McINERNEY. Well, I heard the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Fitzpatrick) read it. o

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. - Then, the
hon. gentleman (Mr. McInerney) dia not oD
derstand it. o
R
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Mr. MCcINERNEY. Then I protest against!
it being proceeded with in that way. 1t!
ghould be printed so that we may have it
before us.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I think per-
haps that I said what I ought not to have
said, and I apologize to my bon. friend.

Mr. McINERNEY. The hon. genticman
cannot expect me to remember every weord
merely from his reading of it.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Then the
Izon. member for Kent should accept my
‘statement of it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND!
FISHERIES. 1t is not to be proceeded with !
now ; it will come up on the discussicn of a |
subsequent part of the Bill.

Mr. McINERNEY., Then what is the use.
of discussing it ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Who is discussing it ?

Mr. McINERNEY. We are all discussing
it. If it is not to be proceeded with now
what is the use of discussing it at the pre-
sent time ? This amendment was read by
the Solicitor General after it had been put
in his hands by the Minister of Railways. I
want him to understand that I do not want
to blame him fer the absurdities of it which:
are apparent to me. But I do blame the
Minister of Railways who, with his loeal
knowledge of the province of New Bruns-
wick ought to know better, for proposing
any such amendment as this. I cannot un-
derstand him, if you are going to have three
or four polling booths and you are going to
allow your returning officer to put up your
lists in three or four different parts, how you
are going to have the same list in every
polling booth. It has not been made piain
to me yet. And, in allowing the returning:
officer to revise the list, I say you give him a
power which is very dangerous, you give
him the power, intentionally or unintention-
£lly to leave names of electors off the lists.
Hon. gentlemen may ciaim that I am not|

discussing this seriously, and they may say
I do not want to make this Act as perfect as
possible, but I say it is my desire to do so,
and te help the Solicitor General to the best
of my poor ability. But I see grave difficul-
tles and tremendous danger in this section
as proposed, therefore I protest agalnst it,
and if I cannot make this commitiece see
that I have good reason te d¢ so, it is-be-
cause I have not the power to make them
understand me.

Mr. McDOUGALL. There is no gqualifica-
tlon provided in the Act for the returning
efficer, there is no qualification provided now
that the revisers shall be competent to re-
vise the list. We have officers among whom
are inciuded farmers, biacksmiths, carpen-
~ters and all kinds of tradesmen to constitute

our board of revisers who make up these

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

lists, none of these men, possibly, with the
necessary qualifications to understand the
law and make up a proper list. In the next
place, we run great risk of having people go
to the Government and recommend the ap-
pointment of men as returning. officers who

;are not competent to carry out an election

under the statute. What may the returnjng
officer do? He may take the list, leave as
many names off as he likés, substitute oue
for another, take down a name in a wrong
way or in such a way that it cannot be read,
and there iS no way by which a man can
examine the list except on polling day in
the polling booth. A candidate or his agent
may not be able to see the list before elec-
tion day. "The First Minister said there was
no difficulty ir dividing a list and subdivid-
ing a polling district and getting a proper
and suitable list for the voters to poll their
votes. I have been connected with electiuns
and voters’ lists in my own constituency for
thirty years and 1 am pretty familiar
with the boundaries of the subdivisions in
my district. And yet I would not, as re-
turning otficer, undertake to subdivide the
polling districts in my county without the
aid of sonie local people from these districts.
I could not do it properly otherwise. But we
are going to provide by this Act, that a wnan
living, perhaps twenty or thirty miRs away
from the polling subdivisions, is te subdivide
it into one or more subdivisions. It may be
that this will be done by a man who has
never set foot in the district. Why, it is ut-
terly impossible. That being so, I will make
a suggestion to the hon. Soliciter General,
and it is this : In order to enable the retura-
irg officer to do it intelligently and without
mistakes, when he happens to be unfamiliar
with the district, I would suggest that pro-
vision should be made that the local revisers
who made up the former lists or are, in the
meantime, in authority te provide lists for
the coming year, be called to the aid of
the returning officer, to assist him in the
subdivision of the district. It is asked by
hon. gentlemen on the Government side of
the House, if, in making the subdivision,

| the two pelling booths cannot be placed

closely together, and in that way there will
be no serious misunderstanding as to where
the people are to pull their votes. I feel
positive that when the attempt is made to
subdivide the polling district, and especially
when the polling district is perhaps ten
miies in length—we have many that are fif-
teen miles in length and proportionately
broad—when the peopie find that the district
is divided, they will be abscluiely opposed
to coming from the distant parts of the di-
vision to poll their votes at two polls held
at one place. From the {ime of passing this
Act they will press to have a poiling booth
for each subdivision at a central point with-
in the subdivision. So, it is well for the
House to understand the trouble they will
have to face and that the returning officer
will have to face in the unpopularity of such
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a provision. Of course such a question does
not make much difference to people in cities,
towns or villages, but it will make a great
difference to people whe have to travel seven
or eight miles, when they find the polling
division is divided and that the polling
places are not more convenient places than
before it was divided. Itis an utter impossi-
bility to have this _Aect properly carried out
unless means are taken to satisfy the people
who have every reason to complaln in this
respect.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Carried.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What does the
hon. gentleman propose to carry, the section
to which he proposes to make an amend-
ment ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I want to
carry subsecticn *“ b’ of section 5.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Incomplete.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The amend-
ment will come in after section 5.

Mr. FOSTER. The amendment is not to
be an amendment of subsection “ b.”

Mr. McINERNEY. Would not the amend-
ment completely contradict this subsection
LYy b ' ?

Mr. MONK. Would the hon. gentleman
please read that amendmeut once more ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. 1 tried to
be civil once, and it cost me so much time
that I think I won't try it again. The best
thing I can do is to read that section when
I intend to move it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does not my
hen. f{riend think it is just as well to let
this clause stand ? I do not think we can
make any progress uutil we ‘have that
amendment. It appears to me a very irra-
tional mode to pass a clause that reqguires
to be amended, and then deal with the
amendment afterwards.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
intend to amend sectior “b’ at all. I in-
tend to introduce a clause which will bave
for its effect, to remedy the difficulty peint-
ed out by the hon. member for XKen: in so
far as certain polling subdivisions In New
Brunswick are concerned, an additional sec-
tion. We have discussed this amendment
over and over again to-night, when it was
simply put by me before the House for the
information of the committee so they inight
know what would be donrne when we ieached
section 6.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understood
the leader of the House to say a little while
ago that in addition to the amendment vhich
the hon. gentleman has suggested, there
would be due notice that these things would
not be sprung in & night upon the eleciors
who would be in the morning unable to find
where they would have to go to vote.

The PRIME MINVISTER. I understand
ali this is provided for by my hon. friend's
amendment. The hon. gentleman knows
that under the law the returning officer is
bound, before the election, to give notice to
the public of the polling day. He issues
his proclamatior that there will be 2 nomin:i-
tion at such a place, and polling at various
places mentioned. He has to give the no-
tice, therefore all this is provided for al-
ready, but it will be supplemented by the
amendment of my hon. friend. I have no
objection at all to reserving one of these
subsections upon which we can discuss the
amendment when it is introduced.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is for that
reason that subsection ‘“a” has been re-
served, we reserved it because the Solicitor
General informed us that he had an amend-
ment that would affect it. We are now
discussing section “b,” and the Solicitor
Genera! informs us he has an important
amendment that will bear upon that section.
Why should we pass section *“ b” any more
than section “a” until we get that amend-
ment before us ? My hon. friend the right
hon. gentleman says the amendment will be
there, but it is not there noew. If my right
hon. friend wiil read the amendment of the
Solicitor General, who I am sorry to see,
has had his temper a little ruffed—though I
am not very much surprised at that—if he
would read that amendment he will find that
what he has assured this commitiee was
there, Is not there at all.

The PRIME MINISTER. That is a ques-
tion which we will determine when we dis-
cuss the amendment. At present it is quite
sufficient te reserve section ‘' b,” which the
Solicitor General does net propose to glter.
1f we reserve section *“ b as a peg on which
to hang the amendment, we have carried
everything that ought to be necessary for
the proper understanding of this section.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 think the suggestion of
my right hon. friend at first is the one that
had better be carried out now. Let this
whole section 5 stand@ until we have the
amendment.

The PRIME MINISTER.
lost the whole of this sitting.

Mr. FOSTER. The amendment which is
proposed, together with the addition that my
right hon. friend has promised, and with
what might be contributed by some hon.
gentlemen on this side, once the amendment
is printed and is before us, so that we can
see how far it does go, generically affects
this whole ciause. How can you go to
work and pass one subsection and another
subsection which are to be affected by an
amendment which is not yet before us ?
The Sclicitor Gemneral did not do himself
justice when an hon. genileman having
asked him courtecusly to read that the sec-
ond time, he remarked that he had been
eivil once and he would not read it again.

After having
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The SOLICITOR GENERAL. If Ihad not
read the proposed new section, we would not
have had the idle discussion we have had
. to-night. In answer to the remark of the
leader of the Opposition a moment ago, I
may say that subsection “b” provides for
the adoption, for the purposes of an electionr
to the Dominion House of Commons, of the
provincial polling divisions. That is the
whole purpose and object of this section.
Now, it his been pointed cut te us that the
rolling divigions as they exist im the pro-
vince of New Bruaswick, created by the
statute of New Bruuswick, would have the
effect of preventing a large »roportion of
the eleetors in the polling subdivisions, from
exercising their frauchise, that ig to say,
that under the laws of the province of New
Brunswick there may be in a polling sub-
divison of 700, 800 or 900 electors. Under
the provincial law of New Brunswick, Iif in
any pelling subdivision there are more than
400 electors, there &are two hooths or two
ballot boxes at the one place. 50 as to enable
ali to vote. Now, we want to provide to
meet the difficulty that has been suggested,
and we propose to do se by this mmendment,
that If in any polling subdivision--and this
can only apply to New Brunswick -there
are mwore than 300 votes. there shall he for
each additional 300 an additional ballot box
or poliing bcoth.” T hope I hava not been
discourteons, it was not my inteation to be
80.

Mr. FOSTER. The privilega of an Irish-
man.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The privilege
of any nationality. I would like to remind
the leader ot the Opposition that it is not
open to the returping officer to make any
subdivision on the eve of an elaection or to do
anything of that sort under our Election
Act, which we do not hand over to the con-
trol of the local legislature, whica they ean-
cot deal with, and which we are not imend-
ing in any particalar. For instance, seclion
16 provides that in the proviamation the
poiling subdlvisions must he 1nentioned.
After the nomination, the returning osfficer
.must post up a notice containing the pclling
subdivisions. I am always trying o a.ake
clear the difference between a2 voters' list
and the Dominion Election Aet. That is a
matter that comes under the Dominion
Eleotion Act, and we do not touca that in
this Act.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Solicitor
General has made it exceedingly clear to
me that be ought not to ask the committee
to carry this clause, and T will tell the com-
mittee why. The clause says :

(b) The polling divisions shall be those estab-
lished by or under the laws of that province for
the purposes of provincial elections within the
territory comprised in the electoral district for
which such elaction is held.

He has explained that he has an amendment
prepared, to do socmething which the clause

Mr. FGSTER.

does not do. How is it possible to ask the
committee to pass a clause, when the Sollci-
tor General tells us be does not intend the
clause to become law ? He  i{s going to
qualify it. He finds that, owing to
the condition of the election law of
New Brunswick, it would invoive in-
convenience, and, therefore, he explains
to the committee—and I entirely agree
with him—that it is necessary to provide
some means for not doing what the law
says should be done, by adopting the laws
of the province in respect to polling sub-
divisions. The hon. gentleman is going to
qualify the clause; he is golng to offer an
important and substantial qualification of
it, and he is asking the committee to stul-
tify itself by passing a clause which he pro-
poses on Tuesday to amend.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. We do not
intend to amend a word or syllable in this
subsection *b,” but that it shall go through
in its present form. As certain inconveni-
ences have been pointed out as likely to re-
sult iIn New Brunswick from the adoption
of this clause, I frankly told the committee
that those inconveniences would be remedied
at a future stage by an amendment. What
is the reason for asking that this clause be
held over, when I say that, under no condi-
tion, do I intend to change it ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
tleman is going to change it by the amend-
men which he will propose.

The PRIME MINISTER. Evidentiy, the
leader of the Opposition has not caught the
meaning of the Solicitor Gereral. My hon.
friend explained that—

The polling subdivisions shall be those estab-
lished by or under the laws of that province for
the purposes of provincial elections within the
territory comprised irn the electoral districts
over which such ele:tion is held.

My hon. friend, in answer to an objection,
pointed out that the hon. member for ISent
(Mr. Mclnerney) said he was prepared to
amend the clause by providing that, in a
polling division where there are more than
a centain number of voters, provision shall
be made to have two or three polling dooths
instead of one., That amendment Is quite
consistent with the section, as now drawn.
There is no object in opposing the section,
and no reason why we should not make
sgnie pProgress. .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Deces the hon.
gentleman intend to amend the clause ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But the Lon.
gentleman has said he will do so. It ap-
pears to be a perfect contradiction of terms.
The hon. gentleman has already proposed
to amend the ciause.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 think I can put the mat-
ter in a nutshell. Suppose we pass all the
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clauses in section 5, and harsn Prov’idence‘
removes the Solicitor General from this:
House or the Government, or the Govern-
ment changes its mind, which it is pretty.
apt to do. and dees not bring in an amend-:

raent, we have made the law such as have

all agreed shoulil not be the law. |

The PRIME MINISTER. It seems to me.
a very fair proposal to keep the last section
open for discussion, and I shall have no ob-;
jection that the discussion upon the section
shall be general ; but let us make some pro-|
gress.

Sir CHARRLES TUPPER. I think the way !
to make progress is for the Government fo:
be in a position to submit to this committes |
what they propose we should pass. Why!
was clause “*a’ left over? lt was left over
because, upon consideration and discussion,
the Solicitor General concluded to amend
it. Why was objection taken to clause “b”?
It was because, on discussion and examina-
tion, the Solicitor General decided to amend
it.

Mr. LISTER. To supplement it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I want to know
whether the clause will be the law, taken in.
connection with the supplementary clause to
be provided by the Solicitor General ? It
would be inhmtely better to modify this
clause by embodying the principles of the
supplementary amendment which the Solici-
tor General has prepared, and offer that to
the committee ; and then the comimittee
would not be asked to pass a clause which
the Solicitor General does not intend to re-
main, but which he proposes to change on
Tuesday next.

Mr. McINERNEY. Before dineer, when
the leader of the Opposition proposed that
the debate should be adjourned, the Selicitor
General distinetly stated that he would like
the discussion to go on as to the different
subsections of clause 5 for the purpose of
getting the views of the House on those
subsection:s, not for the purpos eof passing
the clause.
get the views of the House on those sub-
subsections, not for the purpose of passing
them, but in order to prepare ‘amendments
that would meet with the general view ot
the House. This was what the Solicitor
General stated. The section was not to be
rushed through.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEHIES. The hon. gentleman stated
ihat there was a blank in subsection *e¢”
and he desired to invite the views of hon.
gentlemen from tbe different provinces. On
subsection “ b,” which had ‘been proposed te
the House, he explained it was Lis intention
to move an amendment. Hon. gentlemen
opposite know that the election law must be
read in conmnection with this law, and that
law expressly meets the case. In section 16
it is provided that the revis!ng officer, within

The hon. gentleman wanted to

¥

cight days after receiving the writ, shall
issue his proclamation, and shall declare the
- polling divisions and subdivisions.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will those sub-
. divisions be made and embodied in that pro-
' clamation ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They must be. The law says
* tite several polling divisions fixed by him.”

i That is the election law, which we are not
departing from. All the Solicitor General
informs the committee is, that, in order to
meet an objection in the case of New Bruns-
wick, when there are more than 200 or 300
i voters in one division, it is intended to pro-
vide two or three polling subdivisions. The
clection lIaw comes in and says, that, when

you do that, you shall give notice in your

proclamation eight days after you receive
the writ, where these polling stations are {o
b- heild. There is no discrepancy between
the amerdment and the clause, but provi-
sion is made for an exceptional state of
affairs in New Brunswick.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 'T'wo hours ago
the hon. n:ember for Kent (Mr. Mclnerney)
urged upon the Government not to entrust
the vreturping officer with power to sub-
divide the polling districts the night before
the clcetion, and leave the electors without
information as to where they were to vote,
and two hours afterwards we are told that
thie election law provides for all that.

The PRIME MINISTER. That was told

two neurs ago also.

'The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It was told
hyl fthe Prime Minister, and I also told it my-
self.

Sir CHARLES TUPFPER. On the con-
trary, when this objection was urged re-
cently by myself, the Prime Miuister said
that care would be taken to provide for
thit

The PRIME MINISTER. Pardon me, I
said that by the existing law and the amend-
ment, the objection would be met.

Mr. TAYLOR. Befor2 six o’clock, the

‘leader of the Opposition made a proposition

to allow this matter to stand over until
Tuesday, and in the meantime to try and
come to some arrangement. In my opinion

‘that proposition should bhave been accepted.
This Bill is simply following out the policy
‘of the late Conservative Government under

Sir John Thompson, who undertook to re-

peal the old franchise law, which was said

t> be so obnoxious. Before Sir Johu Thomp-
son introduced that Bill, he had conferences

‘with the Hon. David Mills, now Minister
‘of Justice, and that Bill practically nmet the

views of both sides of the House. Sir

‘Jobhn Thompson conferred with the Hon.
‘David Mills about his Bill, but the Gov-

ernment to-day want to force this Bill ,
through without consnltmg the Oppositlan. ‘
If this Bill stands over until Tuesday, them, '

B
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could be conferences between the leader of
the Government and his friends and some
bon. members of the Opposition from each
of the provinces, and the Bill could be
whipped into shape to pass in a night or
two, whereas otherwise it will take 2 month
if we are to haggle over one clause as we
have been for two days. The present Gov-
ernment say they were pledged to repeal
the franchise law ; but Sir John Thompson
adopted that policy before them and under-
took to provide a cheaper and a more work-
able Bill than that of 1885. Sir John
Thompson and the Hon. David Mills prac-
tically agreed upon all the points, and when
that Bill would come before the House therc
would have been but little opposition to it.

The PRIME MINISTER. Sir John Thomp-
son introduced the Bill but his party would
not let him pass it.

Mr. TAYLOR. Nothing of the kind. Sir
John Thompson was called away, and tbe
Bill was allowed to stand over, but it was
printed and would have become the law in
the next session. If you are to adopt the
provincial franchises, adopt them ; have a
revision previous to every general election,
and if a by-election is to take place, revise
the lists -in that constituency only. Have
a revision of the provincial lists only pre-
vious to every general election; have re-
gistration in every constituency ; have the
registration plain and simple bpefore the
clerk of the municipality, by issuing a pro-
clamation that every person tweaty-one
years of age and over entitled 1w a vote
may simply file a declaration and his name
will be added to the list that is being made
up by the ccurt of revision of the munici-
pality. Have the new list printed and then
you have a list ready to ivote on. Adopt
the provincial lists as the basis, but let
this Government work out the inachinery
for having the registration take place te-
fore a proper officer, and then von will
have a fair and inexpensive fraachise law.
" Hon. gentlemen opposite have said that the
old franchise law worked injurinously to their
party, but none of them can say trathfully
that the franchise law was more injurious
to them than to the Conservative party. It
was expensive to the membars representing
a constituency, but that exp2nse fell on both
parties alike.

Mr. BENNETT.
more expensive.

Mr. TAYLOR. Too housst, indeed. That
probably wiil be the case. Why not barce
a conference between the two p.arties on
‘this Bill, and that will simplify the shole
_matter. If hon. gentlemen opposite Lelieve
that the old franshise law was favourable to
“the Covernment in power, wihy do they not
keep it In force ?

An hon. MEMBER. Too honest.

Mr. BRITTON. Too honest.
Mr. TAYLOR.

The local lists will be

Mr. TAYLOR. Too honest, indeed. The
loudest denunciation of the Liberals was
that the old law enfranchised the ‘Indians.
and that the Indians were wards of the
Government in power and would support
them. Well, the Indians are wards of the
Government to-day, as they were then. These
hon. gentlemen all are now disfranchising
tbe Indians, but I believe if the Minister
of Customs spoke his mind, he would agree
with the hon. gentleman from Brantford
(Mr. Heyd) and the hon. gentleman from
Lambton (Mr. Lister), that the Indians ought
to have the right to vote. I trust that the
leader of 1he Government will follow the ex-
ample of Sir John Thompson and bhave a
conference on this Bill, but if not, clause
after clause has to be threshed out in the
House, it is going to be some weeks before
the Bill will be put through.

Mr. FOSTER. Hon. gentlemen opposite
need not think that they can bring in a
Franchise Bill which takes up matters of
such great importance, and put it through
in a day or two. That is perfectly impos-
sible, because legitimate discussion will
carry the matter very much longer than
that. The action of the Solicitor General
to-night shows that the Government
acknowledge that their Bill is not at all
perfect, and they are going to make im-
portant amendments to it. If the Govera-
ment had drawn up these amendments and
had them printed so that they would be be-
fore the House, then the members would
be advertised of the whole question which
would be before them, and the discussioa
would be much more limited and progress
more rapid.

AMr. LISTER. Is that ever done ?

Mr. FOSTER. In the case of every im-
portant measure, if the Government propose
to make important amendments, they cer-
tainly should have them printed in the re-
cords of the House, so that we may know
what we are going to be asked to legislate
upon ; and I should think that would be a
procedure of prudence in a matter of this
importance. 1 thought I caught a note
of defiance in my hon. friend’s remark when
he spoke of sticking to it. I hope be will
not allow the atmosphere of war which is
enveloping us to-day to affect his mind on
this franchise business ? The history of
1885 ought to show him that nothing is gain-
ed by an attempt to rush through a Fran-
chise Bill. So far as this side of the House
is concerned, there is no disposition to de
more than to perfect this Bill as far as we
can. The Government have by superior
force gained their point so far as they have
repealed the old Act ; but they make a great
mistake if they think that because of that
we are going to let every part of the Bill go
through as the Government framed it. Every
gsection of the Bill shall be carefully re-
viewed in order that we may make it as
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good an Act as we possibly can. We ‘want
to do that In goed part; but it will neces-
sarily take some time, and I should hope the
Solicitor General would not let the preva-
lent war feeling obtrude itself into the dis-
cussion of this Bill, because it will not ad-
vance things ; on the contrary, it may re-
tard them.

The PRIME MINISTER. 1 quite recog-
rize that the Oppositior have very sericus
interests to protect, from their point of view,
and that this Bill shall require some days
of discussion. But I think we have some
reason for complaint that after two days of
discussion on this section, we have not been
able to carry a single paragraph of it.

Mr. FOSTER. The most important, in
some respect, in the Bill. :

The PRIME MINISTER. That may be.
But all we can do is to read the Bill, para-
graph by paragraph, and settle on the lan-
guage of each paragraph. There may be
two ways of doing that. You may find
ithat the language is not sufficient, and has
to be altered ; or you may find that it is
right as far as it goes, but has to be supple-
mented. Now, the Solicitor General, who
has given every attention to this Bill, and
who, I am sure, in the opinion of the House,
has been most considerate of every sugges-
tion made by him and has endeavoured to
meet every objection—-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend,
in regard to this very paragraph “b,” says:
“1 am willing to meet the objection raised
by the hon. member for Xent. This must
be done, not by altering the language of the
paragraph at all; it will remain as it is;
but by supplementing it by a further sub-
section that will be submitted afterwards.

Mr. FOSTER. But it is not decided.

The PRIME MINISTER. The paragraph
is all right as far as it goes, and therefore
he proposes that it be adopted. We cannot
make progress otherwise. Umnder such cir-
cumstances I ask my hon. friend to have
this paragraph carried, and have the further
subsection discussed, and leave one sub-
section open for discussion when the amend-
ment {s proposed. It seems toc me that
would be reascnable. Of course, if we'have
to meet obstruction, we cannot avoid It.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am scrry my
hon. friemd used that word before sitting
down, because I can assure him, speaking
for myself, and so far as I am aware, there
is not the slightest desire to obstruct this
Bill. I do not know any member on either
side of the House who wants to stay here
one hotur longer than is necessary to do the
public business. My hon. friend 18 an old
parliamentarian, and I would ask him if
he has ever seen a committee asked to pass
a clause wkich those who offered it declared

was to be modified. Now, my hon. friend
says that this clause is to remain as it is.
He objects even to the word “ modify.” I
ask him what the meaning ¢f the English
language is. Will there be no modification
in the clause when the Seclicitor General
has said, again and again, that in order to
meet the objection raised by the hon. member
for Kent, he finds that it is necessary to
modify the law of New Brumswick ? If
that is not to modify ihis clause, then I cer-
tainly have no conception of the construc-
tion of the English language. There is no
other part of this Bill to which the modifica-
tion proposed by the Soillcitor General can
apply. Then why should we be asked to
pass this clause until we have the modifi-
cation to be proposed by the Solicitor Gen-
eral put before us ? Is anything gained by
it ? Woeould there be one moment’s more dis-
cussion 7 I say there would be a good deal
less. 1f the modification had been presented
in the form which it is to take, this clause
would probably have beenr passed long ago.
I challenge the hon. gentleman to show a
single case, certainly in the history of this
Parliament since confederation, of a clause
being pressed upon a committee when those
who proposed the clause had given notice of
& preposition to modify it. I regard it as
an absolute waste of time to press the adop-
tion of a clause with the announcement put
before the committee that an im-
portant modification is to be made to it.
It dces not touch the admitted principle of
the clause, but it is an admission that the
clause itself is not perfect for the purpose,
for which it was intended, and that if the
Bill remains with that clause as it is, it will
be open to the objectiorn which has been
pressed by my hon. friend frcm Kent (Mr.
Mclnerney) and admitted by the Solicitor
General. Why should we waste words, when
nothing is gained, when we have not ad-
vanced this Bill one jot or title, and, when
it we were to pass the clause as it is, a mo-
dification is to be presented for our consid-
eration. It would not take haif the time, if
we had that before us now.

The PRIME MINISTBR. I shall try once
more to appeal to my hon. friend’s reason.
He will admit that in a Bill of this kind, ft
is absolutely indispensable that we should,
at the cutset, determine what is to be a poil-
ing division. Here is the section which de-
fines what a polling division shall be :

The polling divisions shall be those estab-
lished by or under the laws of that province for
the purposes of provincial elections within the
territory comprised in the electoral district for
which such election 18 held.

This will suit convenience, so far as Ountarlo,
Quebce and Nova Scotla, and =0 on, are con-
cerned, but my hon. friend from Kent says
that in New Brunswick there are pslling di-
visions in which you have 900 electors. The
Solicitor General very weil says that these
shall continue to be poiling divisions. But
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as in them a condition of things exists which |

does not exist in the other provinces. he pro-
poses to make a subsequent supplementary
provision to meet that condition of things.
He proposes to introduce a new clause which
shall pot in any way modify the definition
here given, but will meet the objection rais-
¢d. What must be settled at once is that
the polling divisions shall be those determin-
ed by each province. Why not agree to this
at once ?

Mr. CLANXNCY.

to be provided for.
The PRIME MINISTER. I make to the
hon. gentleman the same reply. The polling

divisions in each province are those recog-
nized in the Bill, but if there are conditions

such as have been mentioned by the hon. |

member for Kent, it is evident that you
must provide for more than one polling sta-

tion, and the clause which the hon. Solicitor

General proposes to introduce will provide

for this very contingency, namely. for the|

three or four polling stations in each such

polling division. Therefore the language of |
'FISHERIES. The anmiendment is not ger-

this section cannot be modified by any sub-
sequent clause intended to meet the particu-
lar condition of things I have alluded to.

electoral divisions are not coterminous with
the federal divisions. In fact, they are laid
down: regardless of the hmm of the munici-

palities and it will so happen that one of
iare cases in Ontario that are not already

these. polling divisions will be partly in one

federal district and partly in another, and |

I beiieve that, under such circumstances,

this section will have to be modified or an-|

other subsection inserted in the Bil}, in order
to cover those cases.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not say yes.
or no. We have to consider each case by
ftself. We are now dealing with a special

feature of the Bill, and if my hon. friend
thinks that another sectlon may be neces-

sary to meet his own case, he will have to|

show a cause for it. Of course every hon.
.gentleman bere frem the different provinces
speaks from the view of his own province.

We have been dealing with the case of New

Brunswick alone up to the present, but I re-
‘peat this 1s simply to determine what is a
polling division, and nothing that can be
done afterwards can modify it. How can

we g2 on unless we study out, section by
section, what is to be the language of the|

Bill, but this section must be accepfed as

the basis of every other provision to ‘be

'made afterwards.

Mr. McINERNEY We stand here in per-
fect ignorance now as to ‘what amendment

“will be submitted on Monday or Tuesday of

next week. :
'l‘he PRIME MINISTER. Then propose
: your amendment.
Sir WILFRID LAURIER,

There are cases that are|

not met which exist in Ontario and require |
rot meet the difficulty.

Mr. McINERNEY. Therefere I cannot
consent to allowing this clause to go as it is,

{and I propose to add therefore to section 5
| subsection

“b,” a clause providing that
there shall not be more than three hundred
voters for any polling subdivision.

The MINISTER OF MAFRINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman cannot

'move that now, because we have not reached

the end of section 5.
Mr. TAYLOR. Add it to subsection *b.”
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That does

The PRIME MINISTER. At all events,
my hon. friend has moved an amendment
which shows that the language of the sec-
tion is all right as it is.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The question
is on the amendment of the hon. member
for IKent, to add to subsection “b " of sec-
tion 5 the following words :—

Provided that there shall not be more than 300
voters on any list for any polling subdivision.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

mane to the subsection before the commit-

| tee,
Mr. LaRIVIERE. In Manitoba, the local |

Mr. CLANCY. The right hon. First Min-
ister urged very strongly that there was no

‘necessity for changing the wording of sub-

section “b” of section 5, because there are
no cases which it does not cover, but there

provided for by law, either by statute qr un-
der the municipal law.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Name one.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. Solicitor General
pointed out that where they were not named
by statute or fixed under the authority of a
statute. by the municipalities, they were
nanjed in the other cases, and he pointed me

‘to section 2 of the Ontario election law.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No, section

61 of the Ontario Election Act.

Mr. CLANCY. That is quite right. Now,

‘the hon. gentleman will find that that covers
the electoral district of West Algoma ; but,
if he follows it to the electoral district of

East Algoma, he will see there how the sub-

divisions are named, and let him read sub-
section 3, and he will find the following :—

The IAentenant-Governor in Council may from
time to time add other polling divisions.

And there is this, further :
The returning officer shail establiah &3 many

'poliing places at the places before mentioned as

he mey consider requisite, 2nd may appoint

~other places in addition to those in this section.

Then, we will take the electoral district of
Nipissing. We find there that, in the unor-
district, the Lieutenant-Governor
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may from time to time also appoint places.
Now, the hon. gentleman, I understand, in
subsection “d” makes provision for that.

1 call his attention to that, because I think |

the intention there was, to make provision
to meet these cases. If I am not right, I
hope the hon. gentlemai will set me right.
Now, that only provides for cases where
there are not polling subdivisions fixed by
law, but by law there are polling places that

may be opened for provincial elections, and

in such cases, where the provinecial lists
have been prepared and in force, the Do-
minion elections are to take place on these
lists. I think that is the provision of the sec-
tion he 18 drafting. I desire to point out that
there are places not named, as fixed by

statute or by the municipallty, and, there-

fore, this section does not apply in such
cases.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 would suggest—I d0 not
move, but I will send the memo. I have to
the Solicitor General—that subsection “b”
be amended by adding these words :

Liets and in that case a polling station shall be
fixed for each 300 voters or fraction thereof.

will cover the idea.
The PRIME MINISTER.

would suggest to amy hon. friend, that the
Solicitor General has an amendment which,
1 think, proceeds on these lines.

Mr. TAYLOR. His amendment is a sub-
section.

The PRIME MINISTER. Does the hon.
gentleman object that it should be done In
that way ?

Sir CHARILES TUPPER. 1 cannot quite
understand the veting down of the amend-
ment hy hon. gentlemen opposite, becanse 1
thought they had agreed to it, in so many
words 1 thought the .Solncxtor General
stated that he was quite prepared to con-
form to exactly what this amendment states.

The PRIME MINISTER. The idea was

accepted ;: but surely my hon. friend (Sir

Charles Tupper) will not pretend that the
amendment, as it was written, carried out
the idea. There was no machinery in it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 'There is no
machinery in this clause.
The PRIME MINISII‘ER There is to be

machinery in the amendment to be moved
by the Sollcitor General.

Ml‘. MILLS.‘
we can nnderstand ?

The PR\IME MIN!ISTER
will not apply your »minds to it.

Lieutenant-Governor may,

1 understood
my hon. friend (Mr. Taylor) wanted to make |
a suggestion to the Solicitor General. | 3

Why do we not have a Bill

Because you

Mr. SPROULE. Looking over the Ontario
Act, it seems plain that this does not cover
the cases of Algoma and Nipissing. It says:

The returning officer shall establish as many
polling places at the places before mentioned——

That is, named places.

-——as he shall consider requisite, and may ap-

point other places in addition to those named in
this section.

The returning officer, in the provincial elec-

‘tion, sometimes establishes polling places

sometimes 50 or even 100 miles away from

‘places where polls were held before, because
{ of the opening of some new section or the es-

tablishment of mining camps. There is no
provision of the law for establishing these,

except the power given to the returning

cfficer, and I do not think that this subsec-

| tion covers such cases.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. 1 think, if
my hon. friend will consider subsection * d,”
he will find that it meets the difficulty. You
will notice that in Ontario the polling sub-

‘divisions are fixed by the municipal coun-
‘ that i ner. i

Except in case there are polling subdivisions cils—that is the gemeral rule,
which contain over 300 voters’ names on the

The excep-
tion is created under section 60 and section
61 and section 62, referring to the electoral
distriets of West Algoma and the unorgan-

: Algom t and issin
I do not insist upon these words, but .this;"ed territory of Algoma East and Nipissing.

Under subseetion 3. it is provided that the
from time to
time, add other polling places, or the return-
ing officer shall establish them where it is
found necessary. Now, under subsection
“d,”” it is provided :

Where, for any part of the province, polling
divisions are not established by or under the
laws of the province——

That is the case here.

——>but by or under such laws places ars fixed
where polls shall be opened.

That is the case under section 62.
Mr. CLANCY. Not at all.

Mr. SPROULE. Some are fixed, but some
are not fixed.

- The SOLICITOR GENERAL. In Algoma
West, in the unorganized territory of Algo-
ma East, and in Nipissing, the places are
fixed. Here is what section 62 says :

Pells shall be opened and held for an election
in the electoral district of Nipisslng, in each of
the unorganized municipalities in accordance
with the provisions of this Act and in such
municipalities one such poil shall be opened at
or near the place where the last municipal elec-
tion was held.

There the polling places are fixed. ‘iI'hen
it proceeds to say that where no such piaces
are fixed, polls shall be opened and Leld
where the lists of voters entitled to voie at
siich an election have been preparpd Now
all the machinery which the proviucial law
of Ontario provxdes for the local elections,.
is incorporated under this section into our
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election, polling places shall be fixed in these
particular localities at certain places.

Mr. SPROULE. 1 think the DJMinister

proceeds on the assumption that these places
are fixed ; but there are a number of places
that are not fixed, new places established

in every election.

The PRIME MINISTER. In all these
places in which there is no provision made

for the election, what takes place in the

provincial eleetion will prevail.
Mr. SPROULE. The returning officer is

instructed to fix the polling stations himself.
| federal elections.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Then subsection “e”
vides for that.

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the following
words be added to subsection *“ b’ of see-
tion 5 :

Except in case there are in any province poll-
ing subdivisions which contain over 300 voters’
names on the list, then in that case a polling
- station shall be fixed fcr each 300 voters or frac-
tion thereof.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. BENNETT. ©Perhaps the dithiculty
could be got over by the Solicitor General
taking clapse “b” as it stands and adding
the very words of his amendment providing
for places where there are over 300 names,

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The object
my hon. friend suggests will be reached by
the amendment which we are pledged to in-
troduce. It is because of the objection of
my hon. friend that I have changed the
terms of the suggested section I intend to
introduce. We had it fixed at 250, we have
increased it to 300. But I cannot see why
we should not introduce that as a substan-
tive section immediately after this.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. 1 have ascertained
that in my own electoral district there are
polling divisions established under the local
Act which are running into the next district,
that is to say, they are covering ground in
both distriets. I want to know from the

AND

Solicitor General whether this should not

be provided for in that subsection, when he
says that the polling divisions :

Shall be those established by and under the
laws of that province for the purpose of a pro-
vincial election within the territory comprising
;h?delectoral district for which such election is
held.

; I would suggest * partly or wholly with-
n.QD

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I under-
stand my hon. friend to mean that the terri-

torial limits of an electoral division for the
federal may not agree with the territorial

limits for the local.
Mr. FITZPATRICK.

that is to say that the Oatario Act
provides that in the case of a provincial}

‘real difficulty
{ against. It has been suggested in the course
.of this debate that in view of the fact that

pro-

Jeet.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. They do not.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I foresaw
that difficulty, which will occur in the pro-

I vince of Quebec in a good many counties ;

therefore, I put section 7 Into the Act. to
which I refer my hon. friend, and which I
think meets what he suggests.

Subsection *“b > agreed to.
On subsection * ¢,”

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I call at-
tention to this, because { -think it meets a
that we ought to guard

the provincial franchise is adopted for our
it might be possible for
an evil intentioned local legislature so to
alter the provincial franchise as to make it
practically impossible for us to carry on
our federal election, or so to alter the basis
of the franchise that if it were knmown to
us. we would not have an election on such
a franchise. Now, I want te guard against

that, and for that purpose I want to provide

so far as possible that we should take the
election lists which bhave been in force a

‘sutficient length of time previous to the Do-
{ minion elections as to ensure a reasonable

probability that the local legislature would

‘pot have been able to foresee a Dominion
election and alter the law for the purpose

of defeating our purpose. That is the ob-
I have left a blank that I would like
my hon. friends to help me in filling up.
Under Sir John Thompson’s Bill of 1834, it

‘was provided that we should have as the

basis of the franchise, just as in this case.
the provincial franchise, and to meet the

.difficulty that I now see, he provided that
‘the provincial franchise should be that in
force in the province on the 1st day of June

of the year in which the election took place.
That is the way he guarded against the
possible difficulty. But to my mind that
is not sufficient, because it might be possible
that we would have an election very close
to the 1st of June. I would, therefore, ask
whether we should take the electoral lists
sixty days before the proclamation of the
election, whether that would be sufficient to
protect us against any change in the local
franchise.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We have heard
a good deal of objection te the Bill which

“has been brought in by the Solicitor Gene-
‘ral, but we have heard no speech showing

0 clearly the monstrous character of the
le"islation proposed.

,Miir. LISTER. It is Sir John Thompson's
Bill.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It does not
require a word from me to emphasize the

‘emphatic condemnation of the whole of

this legislation, because the Solicitor Gene-
ral has put the whole matter in a nutshell,
and showed that we are exposed to such a
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monstrous Act on the part of the local leg{is?
lature as to absolutely compel him to ask:
this Parliament to take effective means to

protect us fro-n the conduct to which we

are exposed. I do not rise, however, for the,
purpose of adding anything to the hon. gen-
tleman's remarks ; in fact, they could hard-

1y be added to. But we have now reached

the cardinal point of the Bill, whicn, in

my judgment, is of graver importance than
anything else connected with it, ramely,
the voters’ lists.
careful co-sideration of the committee, and
I propose to offer an amendment which

embodies in a few words the grave objection
entertained on this side of the House to this

measure, and the principal objection.

The PRIME MINISTER. Then we have:

not yet heard what the principal objection
is ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hon. gentle-

men have heard a good deal about it, but;

it has not been presented in a concentrated
form. Dealing with such an important fea-
ture of the Bill as is covered by my amend-
ment, I may say that when disposed of it
will, to a very large extent, decide the con-
troversy between the two sides of the
House. I move in amendment to subsection
“e” of section 3, as follows (—

Provided that if in any electoral district a dis-
pute shall arise as to the qualification to entitle
any person to vote therein, an appeal shall lie
to the county court judge having jurisdiction in
that electoral district, and in provinces where

there are nc county court judges, then to the |

superior court of the district having jurisdiction
in that electoral district.

I move this amendment now because we |

are dealing with the voters’ lists, and as
to how they shall be prepared. I ask my
hon. friend the First Minister not to oblige

me to go on with the debate on this amend-
ment until the next sitting of the com-|

mittee,

The PRIME MINISTER. iIf I properly

apprehend the tenor of the amendment of
my hon. friend it is to reserve to an indi-:

vidual voter the right of appeal against the
decision of the party who prepares the list.
Is that the object ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
object.

The PRIME MINISTER. That is not ger-
mane to subsection “c¢.”” Moreover, in all

That is the

the provinces, I believe, at all events in the

province of Quebec, there is such an appeal
already, and I believe such an appeal also
exists in Ontario and Nova Scotia.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
.The PRIME MINISTER.
pute as to Nova Scotia, but I am informed
by those who are competent to speak that

in Ontario and Nova Scotia there may be

an appeal to the judicial authority by any
voter whose name is not on the list. I do

This demands the most!

'not know the state of the law in New Bruns-

wick. But I submit that the amendment is
not germane to the section now under con-
sideration. The section is to determine what
class of lists is prepared and what they are
to be. The polling lists,

Shall be thoas prepared for the several polling
divisions g0 established and which on the........
day next preceding the day fixed for the nomi-
nation of candidates for such Dominion election
were in forcz or were last in force under the
laws of that province for the purposes of provin-
cial electlons.

My hon. friend says that the list here in-
tended to apply are the lists of the pro-
vinces of Quebec or Ontario. But my hon.
! friend wants this list, as a whole, to hinge
an amendment which shall apply, not to
the list as a whole, but to independent elec-
tors whose names may figure on the ljst.
When the lists upon which we are to vote
'are prepared, whether federal or provincial
| lists, the right of the elector to question
his status has been determined by the
courts. I therefore submit that this is not
the proper time for the hon. gentleman to
i move his amendment.

| The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
 CANALS. It appears to me from the form
i of the amendment that the hon. gentleman
i cannot have carefully considered the clause,
iand I am afraid he has not very much ap-
i preciated what it means. The amendment
| was typewritten and, therefore, 1 presuine,
I'was got up with a little care; but really
il is meaningless, utterly unworkable, can
scarcely be said to be sensible, and if in-
corporated in the Bill would have about the
same effect as chips in porridge. Does the
t hon. gentleman mean that a couple of gen-
tlemen passing on the street some day, hav-
ing a countroversy as to whether a certain
property qualification would entitle a man
i to vote or not, would have the right to pro-
ceed to the county court judge, knock at his

i door and ask him to determine the question?

Or does it mean that on the morning of the
! election, a question arising upon a person
i having presented himself and claimed the
right to vote, and being refused, a dispute
occurred, the election must be postponed
until some later date, and the parties must
drive to the county court judge and ascer-
tain what he thinks ? Or what is really the
meaning of this amendment ? I must con-
fess I think it would be impossible to put a
reasonable interpretation on it. If the hon.
gentleman’s suggestion that the committee

i rise and the debate be adjourned be agreed

to, perhaps on consideraticn, he may find it
would be possible to frame something that,

| at all events, if put in the Bill, would not
I cannot dis-

be a reproach to everybody who has any-
thing to do with it, as I fear would be the
effect of this amendment, if it were seri-
ously considered.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 am very
gvateful to my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) for
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the very flattering and complimentary terms|

in which he has referred to this resolution,
and I should feel very seriously injured and
very much hurt if that had come from an
authority for which I had a higher respect.
I may say to him (Mr. Blair), that I have
had an opinion upon this amendment from

gentlemen whose legal standing and ability |

entitle them to very much greater respect
than I entertain for the opinion of the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) himself. All I wish
to do by this amendment is to guard against
the frightful fraud that underlies this Bill,
by means of which the electors of this
country are to be cheated, deliberately cheat-
ed, by Act of Parliament, out of the right
to exercise an inderendent franchise. I
can quite understand that is not exactly the!
kind of thing that will commend itself to
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair); that is
not the kind of view that he feels disposed,
to take in these matters. Sir, the law|
put upon the Statute-books by the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Blair) in the province of New
Brunswick is a law calculated to defraud
the electors of the right of their independent
franchise.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND:
CANALS. Nobody has discovered that yet.: ’

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In many 1n—:
stances where there is a close election, to.
whom does the law of New Brunswick con-:
fide the power of returning the candidate he!
wishes to return. A partisan officer, the:
sheriff, who is appointed by the Government |
of the day is the person who, in the pro-i
vince of New Brunswick, has the power of |
nullifying the sacred trust of the franchise.
If in a polling district there are half a dozen'
persons of the same name, the sheriff has !
the power to strike them all off but one, and '
if there are five of the same name Conserva-
tives and one a Liberal, the law of the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) enables the sheriff to
strike off the five Conservatives and to leave
the Liberal on. That is the kind of law
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) manu-
factures for his own purpose in his own pro-
vince. 1 can quite understand that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) would feel the utmost

indignation at any attempt to protect the!

honest and independent voter. Does the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) not know, that under
the law in New Brunswick the sheriff, and
the sheriff alone, {8 in a position to go to
the reviser and put names on the list or
strike names off the list at his own sweet

will. Under the law in New Brunswick,
passed by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blalr),
the most monstrous frauds are invited and
encouraged and made possible. He is the
iast man in this House to whom I Would
look for any aid in appointing a judicial offi-
cer to protect the right of the voter. It
would not suit him, and I do not look for his.
assistance in any honest effort to protect the
honest elector of this country. In view of
the hon. gentleman’s record in his own pro-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

i mitted.
have proposed, a judicial officer could stand

vince, he is the last man in this House I
would look to for anything except an at-
tempt to deprive the electorate of the pro-
tection that this amendment will give them.
Does the hon. gentleman not know what we
are contending against? The Manitoba
** Free Press,” which I read last night told
him that the franchise law of Manitoba was
a law to enable the Government of the day
to elect whom they please, and a law under
which the most frightful frauds may be per-
TUnder this amendment which I

between the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) and
his minions and protect the honest voter.
"The hon. the mover of this Bill (Mr. Fitz-

! patrick), has borne testimony here as’to his

opinion of what the local legislatures may

' do. He tells us that having studied this sub-

ject he proposes to introduce an important
amendment in order to prevent the legisla-
ture of any province from creating a fran-
chise for the purpose of serving their party
in this House, when they themselves have
no intention of using that franchise. That
proposal of the Solicitor General shows
something of what we have to guard against
fand thelefore am I not warranted in askinﬂ'
support for this amendment from every hon-
‘est man in this House, every man who
wants to see justice and fair-play shown to
. the electorate. I will tell the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair). that the organ of his own party,
the Manitoba * Free Press,” has shown that
under the law in Manitoba the Government
rappoint a man of no'standing, a man of no
character, 2 man who has nothing to lose ;
they appoint him as revising officer, and
when the parties go before him, they get
just such justice as you would expect from
the New Brunswick sheriff appointed by the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) to carry out the
law he has put on the Statute-books of that

{ province.

Mr. KAULBACH. Or the county of Lun-
enburg.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). Lunenburg is all right.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Lunenburg is
all right, so long as it obeys the behest of
the Finance Minister, but it is all wrong
when it does anything else. I drew the
attention of the House, last night, to what
took place in the province of Manitoba. In
a close constituency, where some fifteen
votes would turn the election, what did the
Government do? They sent a characterless.
miserable creature to act as revising officer.

The PRIME MINISTER. And subse-
quently a returning officer of the same char-
acter.

-Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am speaking

of the action of the Government of Mani-

The PRIME MINISTER. 1 am speaking
of tg_e action of the late Federal Govern-
men
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-

tfleman has endorsed and intensified the

cbarge I make against them. He says that,

not satisfied with sending a miserable, char-
acterless revising oflicer, they sent a miser-
able, characterless returning officer there to
do their work. That makes the matter very
much worse. In that counstituency, where
there was a majority of about fifteen Conser-
vatives, as has been established by the affi-

davit of the most respectable people in the

country, fifteen names were put upon the
list of persons who had no existence, who

could not be found in the district or in the

province, although the country was searched
far and wide. Respectable people gave him
the proof that they had searched the coun-
try far and .wide, and that there were no
such men in the district, and they asked him
to strike these names off the list. Did -this
miserable, characterless creature, sent to do
the infamous work by the Government of
Manitoba do it ? No. He said, “1 cannot
strike their names off the list, unless you

can prove to me that you have served them
Does not even the sense of
justice of the Minister of Railways and

with a notice.”

Canals revolt against such a frightful act of

injustice as that * I hope he is not so far
gone as to be incapable of appreciating such
a condition of things ; and it is for the pur-

pose of interposing a judge, such as is en-

joyed by the province of Ontario, the province |
of Quebee, and every other province of this

Dominion should enjoy, that is not intended
to be used to prostitute everything like hon-
esty, and fair-play, and justice between the
political parties of this country that I pro-
pose this amendment. Is there a man in
this House who will say, in the face of such

transactions as this, and in the face of the.

law of New Brunswick to-day, that it is not

a just and proper demand I make, that in
this law some means shall be provided where-
by the names of honest, intelligent electors

that have been left off the list, shall be put

on, without going to such characterless crea-

tures as the ome I have referred to, who

disgraced himself and the country and the
Government under whom he served. by his

conduct ? Is that the purpose of adopting
the loecal franchises and shifting on the local
Jegislatures the responsibilities that would

otherwise rest on the Government them-

selves ? Under the law, as it stood, you

had the rgcourse that the Government of the
day were held responsible on the floor of

this House for the character of the men

they employed to ecarry out the legislation

of the country ; and every honest, independ-
ent elector throughout this wide Dominion,

if he was entitled to go on the list, and was

kept off by wrong-doing, had the right and
opportunity of appealing to a judge; and
that is what this amendment, which is 8o
spurned and despised by the Minister of
Railways and Canals, proposes. It is not
the want of legal phraseology in the amend-
ment that troubles the hon. gentleman.

is because it is proposed to defeat the nefari-
ous attempt that underlies this legislation
that is being forced through this House and
upon the people of this country. That is
what troubles the brilliant intelligence and
acumen of the Minister of Railways and
Canals. It is not the verbiage of the amend-
-ment ; it is the prineciple ; and I appeal to
' the right hon. gentleman at the head of the
Government, whether he does not owe it to
his own character and to the reputation of the

Jovernment to give the honest, independent
electorate of this country the protection this
awendment provides against such nefarious,
such disreputable trampling of all law and
justice uader their feet as the Government
of Manitoba practiced in rezard to the most
sacred right which any fcee man can be
called upon to exercise, that ix. the fran-
chise. 1 did not int2>nd at this late hour of
‘the night, to go into a discassion of this
cardinal feature of the Bill, on which every
friend of justice and fair-play ought to take
his stand ; but 1 felt it right to place in the
hands of the Chairmaun of the Committee,
and on the Table of the House, the mode X
proposed, with th2 gret aid and wondertul
lezal acumen of the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Ceénals, to put into such legal
phraseology as would come up to the high
standard of timt hon. gentleman’'s legal
standing and position.

Mr. ELLIS. I am sorry the hon. gentle-
man has given the committee such a poor
impression of the electoral law of New
Brunswick. I would like to point out to the
House, in the first place. that in our provin-
cial politics, the question of Liberal and
Conservative has not been an element at all
in the framing of laws of that character.
Then, it is only fair to the Minister of Rail-
ways to say, that for a great many years, I
-think, nearly forty years, there was no
change whatever made in the electoral law,
until 1889, when the hon. gentleman gave
legislation to the country which enlarged

the franchise very considerably indeed,
and gave entire satisfaction, I think,
to the great bulk of the people. With

reference to the sheriffs of New Bruns-
wick, I do not know much of their
politics—some are Libera: and some Conser-
vative—but they are all men of nighi char-
acter, any one of whom could be trusted to
perform any duty fairly and justly. With
regard to the lists, every provincial list is
first prepared by. the assessors, and then
revised by the revising officers, chosen by
the municipal authorities, and chosen gen-
erally without the slightest regard to their
political standing. The question of Liberal
and Conservative does not enter into muni-
cipal discussion, and I know that in the city
of St. John these revisers are chosen by the
city government without regard to their
politiecs. Further than that, it would xot
be in the interests of the municipal council-
lors that the lists should be managed in such

It

a way as to dissatisty either political party,
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because these councillors have to stand be-

fore the people for election on their own|

merits and acts as aldermen. All that the

sheriff has to do is to not, as my hon. friend

intimates, to reject five Comservatives and
leave one Liberal on the list, but in pre-
paring the lists to see that the same name

does not appear in five or six different places.

I do not know that it is necessary to say
anything further than that the hon. Min-
ister of Railways (Mr. Blair), so far as New
Brunswick is concerned, stands high in the
estimation of the people for the electoral
law he has placed on the Statute-book.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). I do not think that the hon. leader

of the Opposition need apologize for the

warmth of his address, because the com-
mittee will perfectly understand that the hon.

gentleman's righteous indignation at any-
thing in the shape of fraud in connection

with an election would naturally lead him’lo
a very strong expression of opinion. As the
hon. gentleman, however, has more than
once repeated a fairy tale which he heard
somewhere with regard to some proceedings
in Manitoba, 1 wish to say that I have iived
in that province for a good many years, and
have sat in its legislature for many years—

in fact during all the time in which the Act

complained of was in operation—and I have
never heard of any proceedings such as
those he has mentioned. I shall not enter
at this late hour into a discassion of the
matter, as I may possibly have an oppor-
tunity of doing so before the Bill becomes

time I have heard the statement which he
has made with regard to frandulent actions
nn the part of revising officers. The people

of Manitoba never heard anything of the

kind while I was there. Anpd I have this
to say further, that the Act which came
into force in 1891, under which revising
officers are appointed, as they are appointed

under the Dominion Franchise Act—and who'

are sometimes judges and sometimes not—
has workea satisfactorily. There has not
been to my knowledge, and there never was

while I sat in the legislature, any complaint |

made against the conduct of these revising

officers. Not a single complaint was made
during the five years that I was a member

of the Government of Manitoba, during
which  that Act was in force, against the
conduct of any revising officer. Not only
was no complaint ever proven, but none was
ever made. I do not believe that the Oppo-
gition press, which Has often violently at-
tacked the conduct of the regisiration clerks
and the officers who made up the lists in the
first instance, ever attacked the conduct or
character of the revising officers. I think it
is generally admitted that every revising

officer appointed under that Act has' acted

fairly, and I do not believe now that any-
body can prove that on any possible occa-
sion. when the question of the revision of
the lists under th: Manitoba Franchise Act

¥r. ELLIS.

can be proven.

was under consideration, the revising officers
acted ctherwise than properly. I make this
statement because I am perfectly satisfied
that no such charge was ever made or

¢could be proven. I believe it was alleged

last session in the discussion which took
place on the Aet introduced then, that there
was some misconduct, but I do not believe
that such charge was ever established or
I might further refer to .
my hon. friends remark that the Manitoba
“Free Press,” from which he quoied an

| article the other day, is one of the papers

supporting the Government. I have not
had heretofore any knowledge of that lact.
On the contrary, the most virulent opposi-
tion which the Government of Manitoba re-

‘ceived for many years came from the

Manitoba ‘ Free Press,” and I would almost
as soon accept a citation from one of the

‘hon. gentleman’s own speeches as evidence

cf a matter of fact as a citation from that

{ rewspaper.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I must confess if I had antici-
pated that the very mild criticism which I

-ventured to pass on the proposed amendment
‘of the hon. gentleman wouid have, at this
late hcur, exercised his wrath to such an

cxtent apnd lead to his losing his temper and

~worked him up to that condition of impotent

rage and fury intec which he fell, I should

' have hesitated before making any comments.

on that proposed amendment at all. 1 feel
bound to respect that hon. gentleman’s

- U years. I am not going to say that there is.
law, but I wish to say that this is the first|

very much else in connection with him that
I feel bound to respect, but I do feel that he-
is entitled to consideration at the hands of
hon. gentlemen here on that account, and [
cem filled with regret that we should have:
had so many exhibitions lately of fury
.nd indignation to which the hon. gentleman
has treated us during the present session.
I can assuce the hon. gentleman that in the-
statemnent which he has made to-night with
regard to the electoral legislation for which:

I was, perhaps, in a large measure, respon-

sible in the province of New Brunswick, he
has made a discovery which I will venture to-
say has not been made by any other individ-
ual resident in that province. I venture tosay-
that if there is one thing which cannot be
said with regard to any legislation that I pro-
moted in that province, it is that I, discrim-
inated or sought to discriminate, in any shape-
or form, between the two political parties in
that province. I had the pleasure during four-
teen years of my term in that province of en-
Joying the support of a very large number of
Conservatives there, and sitting behind the
hon. gentleman now, there are three of these
gentlemen, two of whom were my supporters.
during the whole of that period ; and I am
willing to submit the legislation Tfor which

I admit I am responsible to be passed’

vpon by either of those, confident that
whatever eise may be said with regard to

it they will not confirm the statement which-
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the hon. gentleman, with that extravagance
of language which characterises him. has
so recklessly made to-night. I say that I
forgive the hon. gentleman. He has some
title to forgiveness. 1 make all allowance
for the weakness he has displayed here, and
I acquit him of any deliberate intentions, and
I believe that when he comes to his sober
moments—] mean when he comes to a more
sedate and calm frame of mind—he will him-
self admit that he has entirely misrepresent-
ed the legislation of the province of New

Brunswick and my conduct in connection |

with it in every way. Let me tell my hon.
friend that the statutes of New Brunswick
with regard to elections, if he will only read
them, will satisfy him that there is no such

power conferred upon the sheriffs as he says:
There is no section |

is conferred upon them.
of that law from beginning to end which
can justify his censure. The hon. gentle-
man will accept, I am sure, my hum-
ble acknowledgment for having spoken in
such terms of his amendment and made him
feel so heartily ashamed of it as to
have led him to indulge in the wild and
furious declamation he bas taken us through
to-night.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not sur-
prised to see the hon. gentlemen sitting
cheek by jowl
But 1 am a little surprised that they have
both attempted to deal with the statements
I have made here, when neither of them was
able to controvert a single word I have
said in reference to the legislation of New
Brunswick and the legislation of Manitoba.
I will deal with that paragon of purity
and honesty, the Minister of the Interior
(Mr. Sifton), first. And when he repudiates
the Maunitoba “ Free Press ” as the organ of
the Liberal party in that country, I can only
say that I have regarded the Manitoba
* Free Press™ as one of the ablest expon-
ents of the Liberal policy, not only in the
province of Manitoba, but in this country,
and it has been invariably found giving the
heartiest support, whenever it could give it
with any kind of regard for self-respect,
to gentlemen who sit opposite. Now, what
does the ‘“Free Press” say? It says
that the Government intends to wipe out
the electoral law and * substitute the pro-
vineial lists, without any federal interfer-
ence.” That 1is correct, T suppose, that
states the policy of the Government. It is
to leave the provinces to work their own
sweet will, which is the policy of all ex-
cept the Solicitor General, who has come to
the rescue, and has intimated that there is
such a danger of their atiempting one of
the most frightful acts of fraud and dis-
honesty that it is possible to conceive that
he proposes to provide for it. The “ Free
Press” says:

In one prevince, Manitoba, the principle of
government control of the Msts is the very
fcundation of the law-——

better than he is yet known here.

They are ‘arcades ambo.’ |
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Whose law ? The law of the Minister of
the Interior. And what do they say about
it after their experience. It says that in its

operation an election is assured in every

doubtful constituency by the dishonest prac-
tises of registration clerks. What does the

- hon. gentleman say ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
say it is not so. The hon. gentleman might
just as well quote one of his own speeches
as quote the Manitoba “ Free Press.”

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Very well, 1
am quoting one of the ablest journals in
support of the Liberal party in Canada, pub-
lished where they know the hon. gentleman
The
“ Free Press” says:

The law could not contribute more effectively
to the stuffing of the lists in the interest of the
ruling party if it had been specially and avowedly
designed for that purpose. * * * We need
not inquire whether the Liberals have forgotten

- ¢r swallowed their scruples of 1885 ; it is suifi-

cient to know that by the Bill now before the
House a federal election law will be imposed
on this province and other provinces that will
be infinitely worse than the existing Dominion
law was ever claimed to be. Our only hope of

escape from a nieasure in which the electoraze
{ will be left at the mercy of Government agents,

and the free expression of the popular will ne=d
not be permitted, lies in the Senate.

I tell the hon. gentleman further that the
newspapers of to-day report that the leader
of the Opposition in the legislature of Maui-

toba, Mr. Roblin, has just been invited to

become a member of Mr. Greenway's Gov-
ernment.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Is
that the hon. gentleman's proof that the
Manitoba Iranchise Aet of the Manitoba
Government is a bad Act ? Does he prove
it by citing a telegraph report that Mr.
Roblin is going into the government ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What I intend

to prove the hon. gentleman will find it
difficult io disprove. ‘He challenged the

statements I have made, and I reply that

a gentleman who, we are informed, is about
to become a member of the government,
Mr. Roblin, on the floor of the legislature
of Manitoba, made the same statements in
regard to this matter that I have made
here to-night. Therefore, when he pre-
tends that he has half a dozen times heard

this apocryphal story—

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hon. gentleman has it right now.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then the hon.
gentleman pretends that this story is not
weli-founded ; he forgets that on the fioor of
this Parligment affidaviis were read from

'some of the most respectable men in the

province to prove the statements I have
made, and they are confirmed by the paper
I have quoted, and which, as ‘I have said,

REVISED EDITION.
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is one of the ablest papers supporting the
Liberal party in this country.

And the hon. gentleman is aware—he can-
are on the list, he is able to run his pen

not be ignorant of the fact—that a gentle-

man whom we have all learned to respect.
“of them remaining. The hon. gentleman has

for his independent and able conduct in re-

gard to public business, the hon. member
for Marquette (Mr. Roche), has made, in a-
most clear and emphatic terms, the very:
statements that the hon. gentleman takes.
: this country, which will strike down every-

exception and pretends he has never heard
before.
ments were made in the House that they
had been extended in “ Hansard ”’ and down
to this hour the hon. gentleman has never
ventured to rise and, in the presence of
the House. contradict a single word.
leave the hon. gentleman’s statement that
Le has never heard it except from myself,

with the fact that these statements have:

been made on the floor of the legislature,
where they have been proved by the most
indisputable evidence, and they have been

made ou the fioor of this Parliament, sup-:

ported by men of the highest character. It

is too late in the day for the hon. gen-:

tleman to seek to disclaim them. I am not
surprised he should do so. What does
this legislation prove ? The hon. gentleman
is a member of the Government which is
pressing forward this Bill to subvert the
franchise of the electorate of this country
by handing us over to the tender mercies
of such infamous frauds and transactions
as have been practiced under the Bill of
the Manitoba legislature, and under the
action of the miserable, characterless crea-
tures he, as a member of the Manitoba Gov-
ernment, appointed to carry that law into
effect.
the reputation and character of any man in
this House or elsewhere.

Now, with reference te the apologetic tone
adopted by the Minister of Railways and
Canals, I think he concluded that he had
been a little too hasty with his sneer at
this amendment. But I tell him that in

every statement I have made with refer-

ence to the province of New Brunswick,
I have simply repeated what was declared to
me by one of the inost independent members
of this House, the hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Powell). ‘He told me that
uander the law as it stands in New Bruns-
wick to-day, the sheriffs have extraordinary
powers. I am not saying one word touch-
ing the character or standing of the sheriffs
of New Brunswick.

I say it is an infamous law to give to any
man the power to seat or unseat men that
have a right to be elected as members of this

House, to give him power to put names on
the voters’ list and take them off. Does the

Minister of Railways and Canals venture to
say that any man with any sense of fairness
should be clothed with such power as the
legisiation of New Brunswick clothes the
sheriff, enabling him to take off names from
electoral lists at pleasure and put names on

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

I

Did he not know that these state-

The facts are sufficient to destroy |

at pleasure, and preventing any other per-
son from dealing with it in the same way ?
If half a dozen persons of the same name

through the franchise, and leave only one

failed to meet a single point of my charge ;
and I am not surprised to see these two gen-
tlemen sitting there united in forcing this ob-
noxious measure through the Parliament of

thing like independent action on the part of
the great electorate of Canada.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. 1 would like to ask the hon. gen-
tleman one question. I presume that before
he would make so grave a statement, or such
a series of statements, he would have in-
formed himself pretty thoroughly as to the
accuracy of his facts.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. [ have the
highest authority I could possibly have.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman, of course,
always deals in superlatives. 1 am not go-
ing to say that the authority which he
quotes, so far as matter of law is con-
cerned, may not be fairly respectable ; but

did the hon. gentleman take the trouble to

ascertain, or did he inquire of this highest
authority, how many years before I ever
had a seat in the provincial legislature, the
same authority which is now possessed by
the sheriffs of counties, was possessed by
them under provincial legislation.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was sutficient
for me to know that the hon. gentleman, as
Attorney General, maintained and carried
out that legislation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Then I think the hon. gentle-
man is scarcely capable of acting in a judi-
cial way, or of forming a reliable opinion
upon a question where a political oppon-
ent is concerned, because if he had taken
the trouble to assure himself that he had
somie shadow of foundation for the charges
he has made, and if he had looked at the el-
ectoral legislation in New Brunswick, he
would have found that, as I have said, be-
fore I came into power, before I had a seat
in the provincial legislature, before I was
responsible for provincial legislation.

An hon. MEMBER. Before you were bom,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, perbaps even before 1 was
born, as an hon. gentleman says, the sheriffs
had conferred upon them exactly the same
power. I appeal to hon. gentlemen who are
sitting bebind the leader of the Opposition
to say whether they ever heard in all their
lives .such a suggestion made. or such a
charge preferred, as that which has been
preferred by the leader of the Opposition to-

‘night that the law was so framed as to per-
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mit the sheriffs to do these things, or that '
the sheriffs had ever done these things. I |
say without fear of contradiction that such
a statement has never been made in the pro- :
vince of New Brunswick, that no such view !
has ever been entertained in the province of -
New Brunswick. When the hon. member
quotes the authority of Mr. Powell, I want
to say that, if my memory serves me,
Mr. Powell was a member of the legis-
latare when the electoral law was re-,
vised in 1889, and Mr. Powell never thought
that the law which had been on the Statute-
book previously and gave the sheriff these
powers, had been wrongly used or had becn
abused by the sheriffs, or that it was a pro-
per thing to amend it. ‘Mr. Powell himself
has never stated in any public way, never in
the legislature, that there was any call for
any change in that regard. I am perfeectly .
astounded to hear the hon. gentleman. I can
scarcely give him credit for seriousness. 1]
can scarcely conceive that the hon. gentle-
man would have hazarded such utterly foun- .

dationless statements in a deliberate way :
before this legislature, with the view of -
having them put upon record, as they will
be, and without having taken some little
pains to ascertain for himself that there was
any warrant for these statements.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The Minister of Interior
stated to-night that to his knowledge there
never were any complaints about the work- :
ing of the present law in the province of
Manitoba. '

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.:
About the revisers. .

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The revisers, and espe-
cially the clerks that are appointed to pre-
pare the lists.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. No,
I did not say that. I said there hed been no .

complaints against the registration clerks ;.
I said there never had been to my knowledge
a complaint made against a reviser.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The hon. gentleman ap- |
pointed registration clerks, and if they have
not performed their duty to the satisfaction
of the public, it is because they were ap-'!
pointed by the Government to prepare the
lists. The moment he admits that he made
bad appeintments, I shall be satisfied.

Mr. McINERNEY. While I do not wish to
interfere in the discussion that has taken
place between the leader of the Opposition
and the Minister of Railways and Canals, 1
think it is nothing but right that I should
call the Minister's attention to the fact that
there is a law on the Statute-book of New
Brunswick giving the sheriff very large and
dangerous powers with regard to striking off |
and putiing names upon the list.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. How long has this law been upon i

the Statute-book ? l

1303

Mr. McINERNEY. I will show the hon.
gentleman the law to-morrow.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

: CANALS. How long do you say it has been

on the Statute-book ?

Mr. McINERNEY. I do not believe the
hen. gentleman knows the existence of the

‘law himself. I have proved to-night twice
‘that the hon. gentleman has been ignorant of

the laws of this country. I have shown dis-

" tinetly the ignorance of the hon. gentleman

when he stated in this House that he voted

‘at a Dominion election at a poll in the city

of St. John, where, because his name began

‘with B, and another man’s name began with

some other letter. in the same subdivision,

‘they went to different poll boxes to poll their
“votes.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Well, that is a fact.

Mr. McINERNEY. Does the hon. gentle-

- man still persist in that statement, in face
"of the statement made by the Solicitor Gen-
-eral that such could not be done under the

Dominion Franchise Aect, in face of the fact
known to every lawyer in this :House, that 1t

_is perfectly absurd for the hon. gentleman
to say so ? He must be entirely mistaken,
'putting it on the best possible ground, when

he says that such a thing ever took place. It
must have been at some civie election in the
city, or some local election. It could not

"have been under the Dominion Franchise

laws, and it could not have taken place at a

: Dominion election.

The hon. gentleman is mistaken again
with respect to the law of New Rrunswick,
because there is a very dangerous law on
the Statute-book with respect to the power

‘of the sheriff in putting on and taking off
"names from the lists.

4 am not prepared to

- state, and I am not here to state, that the
“hon. Minister of Railways placed a law on
:the Statute-book for the benefit of the Libe-
‘ral or the Conservative party, because the

hon. gentleman was not supported either by

the Liberals or the Conservatives, as 2

party. 'l‘»he‘ hon. gentleman’s government
was a composite government, and it was not

_to his interest to put a law on the Statute-
- book, either for the purposes of the Liberal
. or the Conservative party, or to do anything
jagainst the interests of one party or the

other.

The PRIME MINISTER. You are de-
stroying the speech of your leader.

Mr. McINERNEY. I maintain that the
law on the Statute-book of New Brunswick
is dangercus to the rights and liberties of
the citizens, and that under it the sheriff
has great powers, which he may use for the
benefit of the Government that appointed
him, not of the Liberal or the Conservative
party, but of the government in power for
the time being. «
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Can the hon. gentleman re-
member the time when the sheriff did not

have the power to prepare the lists to the

extent to which he has the power referred
to? -

Mr. McINERNEY.
ers to-day to what he had then.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS
CANALS.

back, that the sheriff exercised the power of

making the lists just preparatory to the final :

preparation of the lists, as be would re-
ceive them from the county eclerk, and when
the name of the same party appearcd in
geveral places, he struck off the name in all
except one parish ?

Mr. McINERNEY.
question, yes or no.

I cannot answer that

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND-

CANALS. Can the hon. gentleman remem-
ber a time when that was not the law ?

Mr. McINERNEY. In New Brunswick,
for many years, the sheriff has had certain
powers in that regard, but later the sheriff
bas been given additional and far more
dangerous powers, and the hon. gentleman
should know it. I should be glad to show
the bhon. gentleman the statute to-morrow.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The charge made by the leader
of the Opposition was, that the sheriff, under
ihe provincial law, had the power of strik-
ing off names.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
- names OR,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. [ ask the hon. member for Kent,
if he can remember the time when the
sheriff had not the power of striking off
names, so that the name of an elector ap-
peared only once on the electoral list ?

Mr. McINERNEY. I am here to state that
far greater power is possessed by the sheriff
than was formerly possessed by him, and
much more dangerous power. ‘The hon.
gentleman also stated that the hon. mem-
ber for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) was

in the local House in 1889, and did not ob- |
ject when the Act was placed on the Statute- :

book. The hon. member for Westmoreland
was first elected to the New Brunswick
legislature in 1880.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAILS. 1 said that was my recollection.
If the hon. gentleman was not in the legis-

lature when the original Act of 1889 was |

discussed, he was there in 1891, when the
amending Act was passed. That was a very
important law, and it was passed by that
hon. gentleman, as & menber of the legisla-
ture, though T safeguarded my statement by
saying that I thought he was there in 1889.

Mr. McINERNEY.

He has different pow- -

AND .
Does not the hon. gentleman .
know, so far ‘his memory will carry him.

And of keeping .

Mr. McINERNEY. All I desire to do is,
_to corroborate the statement made that the
sheriffs of New Brunswick have very dan-
gerous powers givea to them by the govern-
~ment of the province, whose officers they
.are, and which powers can be exercised for
the benefit of the party that maintains them
. in office.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr., FOSTER. I hope it is not the inten-
tion of the leader of the House to press hon.
i members to do any further work. The ques-
tion brought up in the amendment submit-
‘'ted by the leader of the Opposition
is one that wili be thoroughly discussed,
~and we should not be asked to enter upon
‘the discussion to-night.

. The PRIME MINISTER. It would be per-
- feetly fair to carry all the subsections ex-
“cept “e.”

Mr. FOSTER. 'The bon. gentleman is do-
ing something that he is apt to do in con-
sidering the Estimates, where an hon. mem-
“ber wants to say something on a particular
item, but does not wish the whole block of
items appearing under the vote to stand. He
treats the subclauses in that way. We, how-
ever, want to make some amendments to
these subclauses. An amendment has been
proposed by the leader of the Opposition,
which involves the vital principle, as hon.
gentlemen must admit. We stand here to
say, that, if these provincial lists are to be
taken, with all their mutations and all the
. existing powers of the local legislature over
them, and which we cannot <urb, then be-
-tween the electors of the iI.cininion and
those partisan officers we want the interposi-
‘tion of the courts of law. That is a reason-
.able proposition to be made. and it is not
‘one to be sneered at by the Minister of Rail-
ways ; meither is it a proposition which the
tleader of the Government can afford to ne-
gative or put an affimative in at this time of
-night, and after the weary work of the week.
If the hon. gentleman proposes that we shall
.go on with the Bill, we shall proceed. but
' we shall not go on without discussing the
-matter and discussing it at length.

. Mr. BRITTON. What does the hon. gen-
. tleman mean by partisan officers ?

. Mr. FOSTER. I will tell the hon. gentle-
- man exactly, and it is no use chopping words
'about it. Does not the hon. gentleman know
-that the Government of Manitoba is in dead-
;ly opposition to the ILiberal-Conservative
iparty, and that they are cheek by jowl with
i the leader of the Government ? And are
- we not justified, believing that, as we do
' believe it, in asking that the judges shall at
|least intervene between us and partisan op-
ponents ? You may talk about the “ Free
. Press ” of Manitoba being Liberal or Con-
i servative, but it is an organ that every man
: who reads it and tells the truth. will say has
ibeen supporting the Liberal party, and this
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grave statement was made by that repre-
sentative paper in the very centre of the
province where this state of things is going
on. No sneer that it is a Tory sheet, will
alter the facts of the case. That is what 1

mean by a partisan officer and a partisan:

government, and that is my answer to the
hon. gentlesnan. Is it not a fact that the
Manitoba Government has carried partisan-
ship so far that it has practically dismissed
every Liberal-Conservative magistrate in
Maniteba and replaced them by Grit magis-
trates ¥

Is that a factoris it not ? Is that a parti-
san Government which would do a thing like
that., or is it not ¥ The Minister

when he was pinned to it by my hon. friend
(Mr. LaRiviére) he was very quick to rise

and sayv that the persons he was defending

were the revising officers, and that he did
not put in a defence for the registering
clerks.  Well, Sir, it is the registering clerks

[

i Opposition, when with that supreme confi-
{dence with which they make their state-
‘ments in this House, they see fit to declare
i that' the Government of Manitoba have been
; guilty of a large number of sins of omission
and sins of commission. I admire their
assurance when they assume. that because
"they have said a thing, therefore they have
“proven it. The hon. gentleman (Mr. IFoster)
. would do better, in making a statement of
that kind, to confine himself to subjects upon
 which he at least has an elementary knowl-

redge, and so far as the affairs of the pro-

‘vince of Manitoba are concerned, I am

i satisfied from the manner in which the hon.

of the
Interior, has not ventured to-night to defend .
the partisan registration of Manitoba. and -

gentleman strayed from the facts, that he
has not even an elementary knowledge. Let
me first say in regard to the remarks of
my hon. friend from Provencher (Mr. LaRi

“viere). that I did not admit, that 1 had no

intention of admitting. and that I do not
now admit, that the appointments which

. were made by the Government of Manitoba

that do the work, and are hon. gentlemen— .

well, T really cannot bring myself to think
that there is any necessity for argument.
What the Solicitor General has advertised
this House that he proposes to do is argu-
ment enough.
(Sir Wilfrid Laurvier) starts out by saying
that the franchise should be in the power of
the local legislatures, because they are the
_ people who Lknow best, but the Solicitor
(eneral says : I do not subseribe to that doe-
trine ; it is true that my leader has laid
down that doetrine, but I have so litte faith
in it that I am going to forge a chain which

. Inents.

of rvegistration clerks to record the names
of voters in that province. were bad appoint-
I am a little careful, very careful,

T may say, in regard to statements which

I
~when 1
The right hen. gentleman

in this House or elsewhere, and
said in my former few remarks
complaints had been made against
revising officers, I said that because I
thought it was rather a remarkable thing.
I thought it was a rather remarkable thing

make

that no

“that officers discharging a duty in which

will restrain these legislatures from possibi-:

lities which they may perform. The right

muniiy. and he says that they should not be |

intertfered with. There is no logical grounrd

they wouid necessarily come in adverse con-
taet with the political parties, should have
so acted for years in that province without

-a complaint ever having been made. I re-

peat now, that until the time [ left Manitoba,

~and during the five years I sat in the legis-
hon. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) de--
clares that the right of the franchise should .
belong to the local community and that in’
this case the local legislatures are the com- -

for him saying that the franchise can be!
, i clerk, and as I had not said that I corrected
he is going to interfere with that local com- .

best carried out by the local community, if

munity.

I voice the protest of the Liberal-;

Conservatives against a list made by a Gov-:
ernment like that in Manitoba at the pre-

sent time partisan as we have shown it to

be—even if there is no other partisan Gov-
ernment. We have the right as Liberal-Con-
servatives to ask, not that another partisan
should be put in to help us, but that in the
last resort we should have the courts of the
country to prove our claim, whether it is
right or not, that we have been kept off the
voters' list and should be put on. Nobody
should object to that. It is that important
principle (which I suppose will not be taken
objection to by my hon. friend) which we
want to discuss, and we do not want to dis-
cuss it at this hour in the morning.

The MINISTER OF THE'INTERIOR. 1
rather admire the assurance of the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Foster) and of the leader of the

lature as a member of the Government, no
complaint was ever made against any re-
vising officer appeinted by the Government
of the province of Manitoba. When my
hon. friend (Mr. LaRiviére) addressed the
committee, he said that I stated that no
complaint was made against a registration

him. Complaints have been made against
registration clerks, not all of them, not
many of therx» but some of them, and it
therefore would not have been correct for
me to have said that no complaint had ever
been made against a registration clerk. But,
Sir, because a complaint has been made
against a registration clerk, doces it prove
that therefore the appointment is a bad one?
There have been complaints made against
revising officers appointed by the Conserva-
tive Government of this Dominion, but do
these gentlemen opposite admit that the ap-
pointments were bad. They have appointed
county judges in some places to act as re-
vising officers ; the conduct of these judges
has been complained of, and do these hon.
gentlemen therefore admit that the appoint-
ments were bad because complaints were
made. I hardly think they do. It takes
more than a complaint to prcve that an ap-
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pointment was bad ; it takes proof that the|

complaint was a good complaint, and no
such complaint as far as I have been aware
has been made and proven in the province
of Manitoba, even against a registration
clerk.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Do I understand that
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Sifton) says that
some of the judges appointed in Manitoba
have been complained of ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
never said anything of the kind. I said

nothing that any one could possibly imagine

sounded like that. My hon. friends oppo-
site seem to take a great deal of pleasure in
the attacks which they make upon the Fran-
chise Act of Manitoba, and the hon. the
leader of the Opposition seems to have taken
a considerable amount of comfort out of the
fact that I have allowed them to go on
making ridiculous statements about things
they knew nothing of, owing to the fact
that I did not wish to interfere and to in-
flict further useless discussion upon this
House.
was pointless, and it seemed to me further
tc be perfectly evident from the manner in
which these hon. gentlemen spoke, that they
knew they were making charges that were
groundless. I shall not place myself out-

side the rules of Parliament by saying that !

they did know it, but I say it had that ap-
pearance to me, and consequently it did
not seem to me to be necessary. to rise in
mwy place at every stage of the discussion,
and to say that the statements they were
making were utterly and entirely untrue. I

apprehend that the purpose of a franchise
Act is to provide a voters’ list upon which |

the electors will have the opportunity of re-
gistering their votes ; such a list as will give
the people an opportunity of exercising their
franchise. Now, I happen to have here the
figures in regard to the registration of the
electors in the province of Manitoba. both

under the Provincial Franchise Act and |
under the Dominion Franchise Act. The
figures are rather suggestive. In 1891,

under the franchise provided by the Domin-
ion Parliament, there were 18,332 persons
voted in the election in the province of

Manitoba, and one year later, in 1892, under

the provincial Aet there were 31,101 people
who voted. I would like to know which

Act disfranchised them. There were 12.000:

men, all of whom, within a hundred or two.
were qualified and entitled to vote, out of
31.000. that were not on the voters’ list at
all. This is the kind of Aect these hon.
gentlemen wany to keep in force in the pro-
vince of Meaznitoba.

Mr. LaRIVIERE.
man take iuto account the fact that there
was no vote at all in Provencher at that
time—that I was elected by acclamation ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1

am speaking of votes that were .cast, not

Mr. SIFTON.

t and only 6,913 voted.

It seemed to me that the discussion |

Does the hon. gentle- |

of votes that were not cast. 1 venture to
say the proportion of elections by accla-
mation was about the same in both cases.
That was in 1891. In the Dominion
elections of 1896, there were 32,884 votes
cast. while in the provincial election held
a few months before there were 38.073 votes
cast. Now, let me give you an idea of the
kind of franchise we have had for the Do-
minion., which hon. gentlemen forced us to

| hold our elections under for some years

past. At the last election in my own con-
stituency, where the hon. member for North
 Simecoe (Mr. MceCarthy) was the successful
candidate, 10,666 people were on the list,
In the electoral dis-
trict of Lisgar there were 14,842 on the list,
and only 5.260 votes. In Macdonald there
were 9,352 on the list, and 5,733 actual
voters. So that my hon. friends will see
that under the operation of the Dominion
Franchise Act in the province of Manitoba,
. in addition to the possible voters who could
be got to the polls, there were thousands
of men on the list not within reach. Take
the last revision that took place. In the city
of Winnipeg the list was brought to the

i county judge for revision. He looked into it,

and he said. “This is such a monstrous
list that it is utterly impossible for me to
revise it.” That was not the list prepared
under the provincial law ; that was the list
prepared under this Dominion law we are
trying to repeal

. Mr. GILLIES.
. list prepared ?

i The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
{ The Dominion list was revised in 1894.

Mr. GILLIES.
revised ?

The MINISTER OF
 In the fall of 1895.

Mr. GILLIES. There was over a year
i of time between the two.

i The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
And so under the provincial list the vote
is enormously larger than it is under the
other, while the list under the Dominion
law is enormously larger than that under
the provincial law. There seems to be no
consideration for the voter. I will give
i some other figures. In 1896, while there
| were only 32,884 actual voters in the Do-
minion election. there were 68,685 on the list.
The actual vote that was polled was onily
about 50 per cent of those on the list. On
the provincial list there were 49,305 names
and 38,073 votes were polled, or 77 per cent.
That is the positive proof of which is the
more accurate list. The proportion of the
voters who go to the poll is in every case
the best index of the correctness of the list.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The hon. gentleman will

When was the Dominion

When was the local list

THE INTERIOR.

{ admit that the basis of the franchise {s

not the same in both cases. In one case,
it is one man one vote, while in the other
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every one who owns property, whether he
lives there or in England or anywhere else,
is on the list.

- The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That is quite correct. and therefore as under
the Franchise Act men may vote in different
places. that makes my argument all the
stronger. My hon. friend the leader of the

Opposition last night, I see by the report

of his remarks, took a great deal of com-
tfort out of this fact. He said that in 1896
the present Government of Manitoba swept
the country—that there were omnly four or
five imen returned in favour of the Oppo-
sition ; that was under their own voters’
list. Then, he said, a few months later,
the Dominion Government went to the coun-
try. an' the Liberals of Manitoba elected
only one man. This, he said. proved that
the clecioral list of the province was an
outrageous list. I might put the argu-
ment the other way and say that because
in 189 we were hardly able to elect anybody.,
while a few months before we elected
nearly all 1he members frem that province,
that proved that the hon. gentleman's list
was an outrageous list. Does not my hon.
friend see that that argument proves noth-
ing at all ? But I will tell the hon. gen-
tleman why it was that in the election of
1896 the Liberals of the province of Mani-
toba did not succeed in electing the mem-
bers to whom they were entitled. and whom
the public opinion of the province, belng
strongly in favour of my right hon. friend
the leader of the Government. would have
Justified them in expecting. My hon. friend
from Maedonald (Mr. Rutherford) was the
candidate in that election, and he had
against himm a Conservative and a Patron.
‘The Patron and my hon. friend were hoth
running as candidates opposed to the hon.
gentleman. The Patrons got a large num-
ber of votes of persons who were op-
posed to the Government, but notwithstand-
ing that. my hon. friend was properly elect-
ed as member for that constituency over
both the others, if it had not been for the
most nefarious system of ballot frauds and
ballot stuffing that ever was known to be
perpetrated in any civilized country.

Mr. BENNETT.
in Ontario.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend Is gettingz restless now and I am net
surprised.

Mr. BENNETT. I can tell the hon. gentle-
man—

Some hon. GENTLEMEN. Order.
Mr. BENNETT. Now let my open faced
watch keep quiet.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Does the hon.
gentleman who has the floor give way to the
hon, member ?

'There have heen worse

' The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
.have no objection to his putting a question.

Mr. BENNETT. I have this to say, that
"there have been egually as nefarious cases
in the province of Ontario in support of the
Mowat administration, and not only one but
a great many more.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
: The hon. gentleman is just doing what all
. the rest of his friends are doing. He is mak-
“ing a statement which cannot be proved.
. But the statement I make has been proved
.in a court of justice by a large number of
witnesses under oath, and the ballots which
~were stolen by these returning otficers, ap-
pointecs of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
secretly put into the ballot boxes, were pro-
duced in court. That is the reason why my
hon. friend was able to say so boastingly
last night that he, the leader of the Conser-
vative party, had carried the province of
Manitoba. He would have equally carried the
whole Dominion by similar means., 1 fancy
~that the hon. gentleman’s memory must have
been failing him a little when he referred to
“a subject, which is so fraught with dis-
.credit to the party he represents. In the other
constituencies, what happened ? In Brandon,
'my hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr. Mec-
Carthy) was elected by a large majority, and
‘alongside of him another gentleman, running
'as a patron, in opposition to the hon. gentle-
man, polled 1,200 votes, er 1,600 votes of a
~majority over the hon. gentleman were poll-
“ed in that constituency. In Winnipeg. where
Mr. Hugh J. Macdonald was a candidate, it
was notorious that Mr. Martin. the Liberal
candidate, had a large majority of the elec-
tors in his favour, and it was only by a meost
coutrageous and unblushing system of bri-
. bery bringing in voters from all over crea-
“tion and voting them on these stuffed voters’
-1lists, on which there were thousands of
'names of people whom nobedy knew. kept
‘there from year to year, in spite of all the
efforts of the Liberal party te purge these
lists—it was only by bringing in a large
‘number of these voters, whose names had
-been kept from year to year on the list, ai-
- though not entitled to vote, that Mr. Martin
. was defeated. What is the proof ? It is that
. when a petition ‘as filed against Mr. Hugh
"dJohn Macdonalkl, he did not allow it to go to
trial. What is the position of the Conserva-
tive party in that constituency which they
-had carried a few months before ? It was
_such th whenn the present member for Win-
‘nipeg (Mr. Jameson) presented himself as a
.candidate, the hon. genteman did not venture
"to offer any opposition. The same thing oc-
‘curred in my own constituency. 1 say that
by the nefarious system practiced in Manito-
ba with regard to the voters’ lists, prepared
‘under the Dominion Fraunchise Act, the peo-
i ple of the province have never yet had a fair
' opportunity to express their opinica. I mar-
ﬁvel at any man having the assuranee to talk
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about the position of Manitoba in connection
with the provisions of the Dominion Fran-
chise Act. What are the provisions. so far
as the province is concerned. 1 will tell my
bon. friend from Minnedosa (Mr. Roche),
who has embalmed con the ** Hansard ” com-
plaints against the Manitoba Franchise Act.
that I will take the list under which he was
elected, and the local list for the same terri-
tory, and will show him five mistakes in the
Dominion lists for every one that occurred in
the provineial Iists. I will make the same com-
parison ‘between the Dominion and local lists
for any electoral division in Manitoba, and I
will show five mistakes in the Dominion for
every one mistake in the provincial lists. 1
have full knowledge of all the ¢ircumstances
and I say that the stitement made with re-
gard to frauds in counection with the Mani-
toba Act are absolutely destitute of founda-
tion ; and to-day I venture to say that there
can be no means devised whereby more ac-
curate, complete and proper lists in every
respect can be prepared for electoral purpo-
ses than are prepared at present under the
Manitoba Act. There can be no further
proof required than the figures I have given
and which show that thousands of men at
present are disfranchised under the nefari-
ous Dominion Act, which now governs us.

Just one other point I wish to refer to.
Hon. gentlemen opposite seem to think that
there is some enormous difference between
a lrevising officer appointed by the Domin-
ifon Government and a revising oflicer ap-
pointed by the local Government. I would
like to know ywherein that difference con-
sists.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The federal Govern-
ment always appointed county court judges.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Wherever there were
county court judges.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They appointed political heel-
ers in the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. In Manitoba they ap-
pointed county court judges in every elec-

toral division where county court Judwes‘

were to be had.

would recommend the hon. gentleman to sit
down, because he has put his foot into it
and is talking about a subject he has not
even an elementary knowledge of. I would
take the division of Marquette, the lists upon
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Roche) was
elected, were not prepared by the county

court judge, but by the revising officer, who '
a young barrister of the town of:
Carberry—a very decent fellow, I believe— :
notable occasion in the earlier part of this
;session and which made very little impres-

was

but who occupies no position at the bar, and
who never would have been thought of as

a county court judge or for any other judicial |

position. What did this gentleman do ?°
He prepared the lists in the first place, and :
then he revised and certified them. He,

Mr. SIFTON.
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‘made the lists just as he saw fit, and I

would like some body to explain how it is
that when this young gentleman was ap-
pointed as revising oflicer by the Dominion
Government, he became so superior in every
moral quality and every other quality that
goes to make a perfect revising officer, over
gentlemen appointed by the provincial Gov-
ernment. I do not accuse the gentleman
who prepared the lists of any fraudulent
or improper conduct in my hon. friend’s
constituency. I do not know anything about
the preparation of the lists there, but I know
that if u member of the legal profession
were asked to compare the %uﬂemm who
prepared the lists, professionally, with the

gentlemen who acted as revising ofiicers
under the local Act, they would simply

smile and say he was not in the same class
professionally. Under the IPominion .Aet,
the revising officer prepares the lists and
then revises the list which he has prepared.
When you come to a revision, aml ask to
have names taken off or put on, you have
to make vour appeal to the otlicer who made
up the lists in the first instance., and are
appealing to him against his own judgment,
if he exercised it. But under the Manitoba
Act complained of. you have merely a min-
isterial officer. in the first place, who makes
up the list, then you have the revising otticer
who hears complaint and acts in a judicial
capacity to correct any mistakes made by
the registration clerk. Therefore if there
is to be a fatal objection to the operation
of the Manitoba Act, it must be in the con-
duct of the revising ofticer, because he is
the oflicer who is there for the purpose of
correcting the mistakes made by the regis-
tration clerk. And if no complaint has been
made against the revising officer—and none
ever was—then the complaint about frauds
perpetrated under the Manitoba Act falls at
I do not know that

say in connection with the subject. It just
occurred to me that my hon. friends who

"have been letting themselves loose on the

Manitoba franchise Aet, about which they
know very little, said sufficient to justify
me in offering these few words of explana-

,tion to the committee.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1.

Mr. ROCHE. If I did not know any more
about the election Act than the hon. Min
ister of the Inmterior, I would not attempt

:to get on my feet to make any accusation
iagainst it to-night.
-in his remarks, has either displayed a la-
; mentable amount
‘gard to

That hon. gentleman,

of ignorance in re-
it, or what is equally as bad,
an utter recklessness in his statements.
So much recklessness that it puts me in
mind of the speech he delivered upon a

sion, evidently, upon the country, by the
‘reports we have been hearing since the de-
feat of his famous Bill. \'ow. the lhon. gen-
tleman has touched upon several questions
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and touched upon them in the most reckless
manner. IHe has claimed, in the first place,

that the lists prepared in Manitoba for the

provircial elections are very muech better

than those prepared for the Dominion. He-

knows that the local lists are prepared on
an entirely different franchise—manhood suf-
frage.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. But

the hon. gentleman (Mr. Roche) knows that: *'"; , e e
almost every man who is qualifiel to vote; Vision. and that at the extreme eastern end

under the Manitoba Act can qualify under
the Dominion Franchise Act. The different
franchise under the Dominion Act permits
almost every man to qualify who can qual-
Hy as a resident under the Manitoba Act.
I have compared them time and again in
different parts of the province, and what I

tion.

Mr. ROCHE. I will let the hon.
man (Mr. Sifton) settle that with his leader,
whe spoke of the disfranchisement of man-
Good suffrage voters in British Columbia.
As one of the best evidences [ can give in
support of my contention. I would refer
to the * Free Press.” The hon. gentleman
would not have the ‘ Free Press” quoted
as a Liberal organ.

{
%
i
t

“venience

perience on that subject. The constituency
in whieh I reside is 48 miles in length. and
we formerly had three courts of revision, one
in the western extremity, one in the eastern
extremity and one in the central part of the
riding, the work being thus divided so as
to accommodate the electors, But the Lib-
eral party of Manitoba are growing more
reckless with each election, and. at the last
election, they gave us only one court of re-

of the riding.-where the Liberal can:lidate
bimself resided. It was held to suit his con-
and not the convenienee of the
electors. As the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion (Sir Charles Tupper) has pointed out

“when a wrong name was put on the lists
(it was almost impossible for us to get it off.

gentle-

T iy ; miles away.
say can be shown almost without any excep- - The party might be living many miles away

or the name might be merely fictitious.
This was a direct incentive to personation
where the party was not found aml was in

“direct eontravention of the prineiple of the

left off.

I do not know that he.

accusad the * Free Press” of being a Tory

paper.
that.

I am sure he will not go so far as.
The editors of the independent press’

accuse the *“ Free Press” of being exactly
what they accuse the hon. Minister of the:
Interior of being—a tool of the Canadian-

Pacific Railway.

The *‘ Free Press” ecalls:

itself an independent paper but its indepen- !

dence is much of the same stripe as that of
the Montreal * Witness ”’—it can generally
be relied upon to support the Ministry.

;of the party.

It

the hon. gentleman is not satisfied with that-

authority. I will give him a better.

When : otficer.

the Manitoba Election Act was being placed
on the Statute-books. it was condemned by

the Toronto * Globe.”

Manhood Suffrage Act. The names put
on in this way it was almost impossible for
tus to have struck off. And it was equally
hard for us to get names on that had been
I am well acquainted with the elec-
torate of my riding, owing to my profession
as a physician and I gave evidence in a
number of cases, and found it exceedingiy
ditficuit to satisfy the revising otlicer. Men
who had voted in municipal, Dominion and
provincial elections for years, and who were
forty or fitty years of age were (.:hftll‘enqu.
The Liberal candidate took exception on the
eround of every legal technicality. He
wanted to know if I could swear to the age
He asked me how I knew
the man’s age. I might answer: I am mor-
ally certain, or some one told me so, but it
was almost impossible to satisfy the revising
A brother-in-law giving evidence for
his brother-in-law beside whom he had lived
for fifteen years had his evidence thrown

The hon. gentleman |out. Unless one was in a position to swear

will not iake exception to my statement: that he was present at a mans’ birth, it was

when I refer to that as an organ of the Lib-!

eral party. The *“ Globe” warned the Lib-
erals of Manitoba that they were planting a
stumbling block in the way of the Liberals
in this House in adopting the present Fran-
chise Act in that province. If the hon. gen-
tleman is not satisfied with the “ Globe ” as
an authority 1 can give him another, one that
I have already quoted in this House, and that
is Mr. Fisher of the provincial legisiature. re-
Presentative of the province of Manitoba on

the late Hudson Bay expedition. Mr. Fisher|

is an old-time Liberal and ex-president of the
Provincial Liberal Association, and he has
called and still calls the Act a monstrosity
of monstresities. I am sure that the hon.
gentleman will give some weight te what
Mr. Fisher says. The hon. gentleman clajims
that nothing has been said against the re-
vising officers in Manitoba. Surely, he does
not mean that. I can give him not hearsay-
evidence, but something within my own ex-

almost impossible for him to satisfy the re-
vising officer. The travelling to the court
of revision entailed a good deal of hard-
ship. In the constituency of Dauphin the
revising officer was supplied with 165 names.
and he refused to say to the Conservatives
whether he would or would not put these
names on the voters’ lists. In the consti-
tuency of Emerson, to which the hon. leader
of the Opposition referred some thirteen
or fourteen names were put upon the lists,
and the revising barrister refused to strike
the names off because it could not be proved
that the parties had been subpcenaed. Some
of them were known to be non-existent per-
kaps, and none of them within reach. Again
with reference to the registration clerks.
The great plea of the Liberal party against
the Dominion Franchise Act was the system
of revising barristers. The leader of the
Government himself said : We are going to
legislate out of existence these revising
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officers.

form under this Bill if it becomes law.

The revising barrister of the Dominion both

made and revised the list, but 