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motive. I have had an opportunity of going
over these proposed amendments with the
hon. Solicitor General. I do not know how it
is possible to superadd to the power of the
county judge off simply recounting the
votes. the power to enter upon a scrntiny
which the Superlor Court has now under
the Controverted Elections Act. The only
possible mode of proceeding is under the
Controverted Elections Act. I want to
point out that if you proceed under the
Controverted Elections Act, you will have
thirty or forty days longer, and you will
fyle a 'petition without having refer-
ence to fraud.- You can confine your peti-
tion entirely to the qualification, and you
can In that way slmpllfy the proceeding
by confining it to a scrutiny, and you can
give ample notice to both sides as ta what
votes are going to be contested. I will
tell you my doubts which justify me ln
opposing this amendment and how insuper-
able the difficulties appear to me. Here,
you would have four days withIn which the
recount must be applied for. In any or-
dinary rural county, such as I represent,
and such as the hon. gentleman represents,
It la utterly impossible for him, or for my-
self. to know at the end of four days how
many votes have been challenged, whose
votes have been challenged and whose have
not. I cannot know within four days. If
an election were to take place In November,
or In the wintpr, when travelling la bad, I
could not posslbly know. I could not get
any partieulars of the different ballots which
bad been challenged, or the grounds upen
whIch the voters had been challenged.
Suppose I were the defeated candidate and
I made an application to the county court
judge to have a scrutiny as well as a re-
count, surely I would have to furnish par-
ticulars as ta the names of the parties whose
votes I lntended to scrutinize. That would
be an impossiblllty in the time left to me.
On the other hand, suppose I were success-
ful, and my hon. friend was attacking My
seat, and he applied for a recount and a
scrutiny, and I got notice on the fourth day,
and wanted to make a counter petition. how
am I going to get sixty or seventy names
that voted for hlm and that I object to. I
could not possibly formulate a counter-
petition ln the tme.

Mr. McNEILL. How many days 'will it
take?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. In a large rural district,
where there might be fifty or sIxty poils,
where you would have to go over the differ-
ent votes objected to and carefully examine
the evidence, It would take a couple of
weeks, I suppose. You would have to bave
petition and counter-petition and particulars
and counter-particulars delivered to eaeh
side, and allow a reasoneble time for the
parties to send out and get their witnesses.
It would be a regular contest lastIng for
weeks, perhaps. Here we have a simple

provision for remedying the evil which
might arise from an improper counting by
the deputy returnIng officers, and to super-
add cumbrous machinery to that would
simply spoil the entire effect of it. Every-
thing my hon. frlend (Mr. Martin) seeks to
obtain can be obtalned by a simple petition
under the Controverted Elections Act, llmIt~
ing the petitions to a scrutiny, and you can
file another petition for bribery and corrup-
tion afterwards If you chose. I appreciate
and sympathize with the object of my hon.
friend (Mr. Martin), for his object would
necessarily be my object, namely, to have
the improper votes determined. to be im-
proper at the earliest possible moment, but
I do not think 4t can be done in the way he
suggests. I think it can be done the other
way although it might take a longer time,
but no longer tUme than Is essential to en-
able the parties to martial their witnesses.
tn brlbery and corruption charges there is
Immense delay, because candidates have to
be examined and particulars and counter-
particulars have to be furnished, but such
delays are not necessarily incident to a
simple petition for a scrutiny. I take It,
that a simple petition for a scrutiny could
be got through with, with very mucli' less
delay than a petition for an election trial
on the ground of ordinary bribery and cor-
ruption. If my hon. friend (Mr. Martin) can
satIsfy the Solicitor General that he bas a
feasible scheme that can be worked out,' I
have no objection to seeing it done, but I
have not been able so far to satisfy my own
mind that it is feasible.

Mr. MARTIN. There is a good deal in
what the hon. gentleman says, but I do not
think his objections are insuperable. The
amendment does not propose to go into
bribery and corruption at all.

The MINISTER OF MARINJh AND
FISHERIES. I understand that.

Mr. MARTIN. If there is anything ln the
objection that the time is too short, it would
be a very simple matter to extend the trie,
if necesary. I do not think there would be
much dIffieulty in making up these lista
of objected votes to be submitted to the
judge at the recount, beceuse on declaration
day the ballot boxes are open, and besides
that, a week before on the eve of
election day, the poll-books are In the
hands of the agents of both candidates, and
every one of these names ln the different
polling divisions would be closely scruti-
nized. If there had been improper voting
by those who had no votes, and whose bal-
lots had been initialled, then, as soon as the
election was over they would closely look
over the poll-books in every division and
get the names of the persons who were ot»
Jeeted, and which ia to be scrutinized before
the county judge. Tbe hon. gentleman
knows that it is only these initialled ballots
of persons whose names have been marked
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