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law upon whIch it Is framed, that there is have all the authority that is necessary to
no reason why this commission should be pay all the legitiiate expenses that is neces-
amended. If the government is convinced. sary for carrying on the inqiùry, and
as It is convinced, that every ground that it among the rest the paing the wit-
is proper and necessary to cover bas been nesses. My hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper)
covered by this commission. and that every says also : You have limited the character
ground which fair-minded men think neces- of the counsel who may be employed, and
sary bas been covered ; then, I want to know you have perpetrated the outrage that you
why we should yield to thc request of the have compelled the commissioners to select
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) to make Queen's counsel only. I do not know what
some footy alterations, just to enable him are the conditions in Ontario-I suppose the
to say that we have been compelled to make lawyers will be from the Ontario bar-but,
them at bis demand. If the conditions in respect to the Ontario

After referring to the character of the in- bar are the same as obtain in my own pro-
quiry that should be made, the commission vince, then you cannot get a lawyer of any
goes on to say : eminence, you cannot get a gentleman whom

They may also inquire into 'any fraudulent 1you would employ for such a purpose who
conduct' in respect of the poli books, ballot is not a Queen s counsel.
boxes, or the lawful contents, or what should Sir CHARLES TLPPER. Iill the lon.
have been the lawful contents, of tne ballot (gentleman ailow me ?
boxes.e
Everything relating to the ballots, every- Te XLS. o FR ILcantAoD
thing relating to the ballot boxes, every-1
thing relating to the poll books. and every- the.oime I have only got a moment. i
thing which it is necessary to inquire into able foami th a preoid oida
for a full and thorough elucidation off al! an ineL ifral pa wo i
the facts, can be inquired into under these Quen'stconseadif you cnnt ftas
words. Do not the words 'fraudulent con- andatte Conseravsasthecienas
duet of the parties' refer to fraudulent prac- tu ef be lyer amog tesQoeen' s
tIes ? If you use the word 'practices' a conse t entar mustare iesoff thde
thousand times. would that word be any kind. teneatie 1n a ver
more expressive than fraudulent conduct ?n
If you use the word 'means' would that than that; I know it Is not so. I know, tao,
be any ? You have already got Itthatwheu you have the assurance that the
because the commission authorizes an in-lawyers chosen shah be Queen's counsel,
quiry into the fraudulent conduct. not of any you are glvlng a guarantee that the two most

indvidal bu of al idiiduls Ltiseminent men off the bar eau be seiected to
one indivdual, but of all individuals. It i scharge this dty.
utterly ridiulous and absurd for the leader The hon. gentleman tels us that proper
of the opposition to press any such conten- poiinbsntbe aefridmly
tIon before this parliament. He is addressingpisineseflogben made foneThe
intelligent men ; men who understand the kgtles n st prosctn he
meaning of the English language, and he
ought to know, and he does know. that the for bis statement the other day. had not
very termns which the government have care- taken account of the Act, 52 Victoria, hap-
fully framed in this commission are full an 1 lu ae
ample to cover everything he has suggested.
The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) No witness examined beforesucb commission-
asks : Why is there not some provision here ers shah be excused from answering any ques-
with regard to the payment of witnesses? ? on put to hlm on the ground that the answer
Let nie tell him that there is every provision theretc may criminate or tend to eriminate hlm;

but no evidence so taken shall be admissible
for that, when it is supplemented by an against any such wltness in any erininal pro-
appropriation which the Prime Minister has ceeding, except In the case of a witness chargel
assured the Hlouse and the hon. gentleman with having given false evIdence at any such
that he will ask parliament for. The moneyIInquiry, or wlth having procured, or attempted,
is to be voted for the purpose of paying the or conspred, to procure the giving of such cvi-
expenses of the commission. for the purpose dence.
of bringIng the witnesses there and paying That Is as far as it would be proper for
their expenses, and when it is voted it willthîs commission to go, and as far as par-
be at the disposal of the commissioners. Rament authorizes It to go. in iudemnifying
and can and will be applied towards paying a witness against any criminal prosecution
the expenses of the witnesses on the one for any evidence that he might give. It 19
side as well as on the other. Is It not a frivo- there in the aw, and why pas% another law
lous pretense, 1 It fnot a hollow sham, to to the same effet? Would It not make the
declare that unless there is something leader of this goverument ridîculous If be
specially put lu about paying the wItnesses. were to Introduce a Bil to do what was
the commissioners wll not be warranted in already doue several years ago? This
doing so? You might as well say that the amending Act of 52 Victoria, provides a ful
commissioners would not be warranted in and ample lndemnlty to al persons who may
paying counsel or officers of the court. give evidence before that commission. From
When the appropriation is passed they will a second remark whIch the hon. gentleman
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