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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1 Sir CILARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
think the leader of the Governmnent stated simpler the invention. very often, the more
the exact amount, and I have sent for " Han-! valuable it is.
sard " to verify my recollection upon that
point Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I thmk that, in

the face of the statenent made by the leader
Mr. LAURIER. It nay be so, but I mn of the Opposition. as to the interpretati"on

under a. different impression. According to put upon the law in the province of Queb'c,
my recollection, the Prime Minister stated the Minister of Justice o'uglit to propose to

that the ballot was the invention of 'Ir. amend the law and to provideL tiat the pro-
Durocher. But I do not think lie statd vision for arku the ballot withinihdise
wlhat it was going to cost the country. îught to be directory and not maudatory.
Though last year the Act was passed, it Lt se-ms w-ne that if the mark is so placexi
was passed unanimously at the end of the as to show very clearly for àhonu thecvoter
session, and perhaps. it did not meet, at iiteided to rc'cor(l lxi ý vot!. that that ough t
tiat tine. with sufiicient consideration. The to b-2Siiiit. Tie 'ieettor
hon. getleman nust agre that we cannot ballot is not to put the voter iu a worse
devise a ballot which svill Lic wholly free position tha line vas in before.
froufgliddifliultryes of workinan.aBat I at-
ta reaIt iteortanmesomtethisaithat thefform the mar is s pla

inteded ourecord hl)isvte.)at tha ogh

of ballot las been kaown. that it bas passe u th i no et i a r
through tihe courts. andi that -the courts have ice tc)the stati-memit malle 1w the
establislhed upon it a series of dccisins. a
systemx of jurisprudence. Thus the electo>r.ist session lie mu&'îuîied tue 9-11111 Si)
knows gencrally what interpretation is to niatue liiont. 'lic 2''tl].tn 1it l
be put upon the different questions arising. said
au t there is diffuseheHulswoilalolw otgvecountra
a knowlcdg-e of wliaf Ite lawv is. 1 wouald The ballot p'apier is patented. But an ar-
not change the 1w uiil45sstlitŽc' WZftiothethtcstaangement has bemandade by which, if the Go-

rlew- sy.s*temi a ianlifest i li provein ent. U i- leer o theGooset use the ballot we o-
prO aIy-is to substitute aniother foriai. vhicL tain the right to use it for the sux of $2,50.

mia3-li.as- its owmi merits, which ieritsinias We say that it thl t be very beneficial to ado t
nt overbear the know-n andlarded defects' tiiis for of ballot paper throughout Canada for

of the presious foniand I questio if tere te purpose of preventing the spoiling of ballots.
is any suli ad atate awis i.ouglît iI woid Tt is <lite il' bue withe lion. g4ntif.
chan . he result of the experence Of ths înamî c"nu'tion.-It line, cf tht clause
year bas sown that there ias been noTim-he referred. 'I*lîePxrime Minister
provementi this respect, as proen by the ventchi t.o expLain-wliat we know cf

Qubcelection. I-ad that elecrion been forni of baller. If lion, grentlemneni Vili Uc-
hem iv litc o mforîî.wliat was practscally fi-r to tue Ac.tes- svill see tlîat it was !ot

an injuistice to the people of Quebec would lo) cOIIUEý iite. fo-e-thIat rectj(Ilonf it-u.ntil
not livee taken place. andgu das iade. adfd that

dnmbt. is wl the lemader boif the Gos-ernme.
'Sir PRICH01ARD Te I do nt menthatoif w deide îto adopt t s forb

think that auybody und.'rstood iast ye., ,ftballo werli usret f4o pay. And t-1.
w-ie this atter ws discusstd, thahiw s fo fao issued thoortly before 

were to be asked to, buyaI simple invention eleetions.
of this kind. I remember the discussionf this
ar s I think the ipression madeupon oic sh'i't dm-laratom-y Aci.
prembers on ts side, ai of penbersy hen-

e beally,e as that th invention was some new n ir CTARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.-No
forn of ballot box whicla was spposedtlbecauly setheAcfoa

be capab of protectinople country agaiusldM S oidelfî. pB tclicacon.

fra.ud, and flot a niere slip of paper arranged Mr IL (Btwl) Btthcot-
in a e particular fashion. 1 do nof want .<-enstrued the clause ad-ersely.
exerRise our rigAts too rigorously, but I a n SilCHAoLtS HIBBERT TUPPE. We
bound to say that I think that the suaindfrcanst ltelp that.
$2.500 of public money is a great deal t we
riueh to pay for an invention suc l asetis.
I do iot think i Is worth $2.500, or e-en anamedment of the law.
$1,d . I think the owner would be amply: Sir onULthS HIeBERT TUPPER I
renunerated for the invention, for the ex- tThink the leader f the Opposition gW lot
ercise of bram and the time occupied, by s.my that we should amend ie law because
one-fiffiwpartntof that sut.epanust·saYwhwenf that deofsion.
whatever may have been sad at that time. M llot h .el
I dd ot understand that what we were thwll se
asked to pay for was simply a littte bit of Sir CEILES HIBBEt TUPPER. une
papier arranged In a slightly different way tourt is hot to control f legislationonthis

fromtheballt hthero I use j ofunlt we d agreedi toe pay. lAnd t
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