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Mr. THOMPSON. 1 would ask the hon. member to
state the question a little more explicitly. It is ambignous
as it stands at present.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I will put it this way : © Did
you not :tate at the time of the declaration that you had
obtained law books from Mr. Carrey and looked into the
question ? When did you get the law books and look into
the question ? ” :

Mr. Lyons (Counsel). Before that question is answered by
the witness, allow me to say that I object to it. I do
pot wish to take technical objctions at all, but I
submit respectfully to the House that that question is
not at all material t> the issue. We¢ must draw a
line somewhere as to what questions will be put to the
witness. If a returning officor consults law books, I pre-
sume he is doing something which we would expect him to
do; but surely it is not a matter that he is to be examined
about, with & view of makiog a complaint out of it, or as
affecting his return. As to conversation which he may
have had with thivd parties, unless they are material to the
issne, I eubmit very respectfully that witness should not
be examined upon them.

Mr. MITCHELL. Amen.

Mr, THOMPSON, It strikes me the question may be
material, and if it may be material it ought to be put. We
are not deciding now whether it is material or not, In
examining a witness we must admit every question which
may possibly be material. There are many views of the
case in which it may possibly be material ; therefore, I
think we should allow it.

Motion agreed to,

Mr. Dunn. 1 did not state at the day of declaration that
I had obtained law books from Mr, Currey, and looked into
the question.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following
question be put:~* Did yon obtain books from Mr. Currey
or any other person, and look into the question prior to or
onthe 5th March? If from aby other person, from whom ?”

Mr. Lyons (Counsel). Oa behalf of Mr. Dunn I object to
this question most strongly. Part of it was asked before in
the last one, and now he is asked if he received any books
from anybody previous to the 5th March. At what time ?
During his whole life? 1 believe he has been a school
teacher for eome time during his life. Also he is asked
from what other person. [ subamit to the House that this
is a question that cannot be material at all.”

Mr, DALY. I thiok hon. gentlemen opposito should
employ counsel.

Mr. SCARTH. DPerhaps it would be:well to appoint a
committee on the other side.

Some hon. MEMBERS,

Mr. MITCOELL. Itappearsto me that this thing is
degencrating into a farce. Lf bon, gontlemen want to main-
tain the dignity of this House and conduct this examination
properly, an examination of a mst serious character involv-
ing most serious conscquonces, they had better allow the
questions Lo be put; aod [ think ii the gontlemen who
act as counsel, having taken this objsction to one of the
questions, allowed matters to proceed without continuing
evory individual objection we would get along very much
better with the business.

 Mr. Dunn, Am I supposed to answer this question

literally? I do not remember having obtained any

books from Mr. Currey. I remember of having bought
Mr, WaLpon (8t, John).

Carried, carried.

books ever since I was five or six years old from other peo-
ple. I am unable to mention the different parties.

Mr, THOMPSON. Mr. Dann asked the question whether
he should answer the question literally. 1 would suggest
that he should answer it fully and distinctly as relating to
this enquiry.

Mr. Duny. Idid not obtain any books from Mr. Carrey
prior to 5th March —that is with respect to this question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Or from any other per-
son?

Mr. DunN.  Or from any other person ; although—nor on
5th March.

Some hon, MEMBERS, Although what?

Mr. Dunn. I was going to say that previous to that
time I had obtained some; but it was previous to the elec-
tion. I had obtained some law reports that he had; but it
was previous to my being returning officer, previous to my
being appointed; but I hal no books in relation to this
question from him or any other person.

Me. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following
question be asked: * Did any one assist you in or point
you out any authority ? If so, who assisted you in this
subjoot? ”

Motion agreed to.

Mr. FErausoN (Counsel). The way the question is put
is this: Did any one assist you in this question, and point
out to you authority ?

Mr, WELDON (St. John). On this subject, with respcct
to the question of the deposit.

Mr. THOMPSON. I suggest that the question might be
put more definitely, as to whether any person assisted him
as to the return he should male,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In conducting an examina-
tion you must frame the questions as you would in a court
oflaw. Iunderstand that the witness is sufficiently astute to
understand the question. Bat he has trifled with the House;
I say so advisedly, '

Mr. THOMPSON. I did not maka the suggestion that
the questions be more distinct for his benefit, but that we
might understand them.

Mr. WELDON (8t. John). Thequestion says: ¢ Did any
one assist you in this?” To what are we referring? In
regard to whether any person assisted him in coming to a
conclusion, examining law books and citing authorities? 1
can put the question in another way if necessary.

Mr. THOYMPSON. The ambiguity is here: Whether the
hon. gentleman meant to imply that anyone advised him in
regard to the point raised with respect to the deposit, or
advised him after the election as to the return made, not-
withstanding this defect.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have not touched the ques-
tion of return. I have not got there yet. If the witnoss
says he cannot understand the question, I will put it in an-
other shape. I propose to alter the motion as follows:
“ Did anyone assist or advise you as to this quastion of the
validity of the deposit, prior to or on the 5th of March, and
show you any authorities on the subject? If so, who so
assisted and advised you ?”

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

Mr. DuaN.  Prior to the 5th March, no one assisted me
or advised me as to the question of the validity of the
deposit, bat on the 5th March, declaration day, the matter
was argued before me by Mr, Currey, agent for Mr, Baird,
and by Mr, Gregory, agent for Mr, King. ,



