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that principle is going to injure or benefit
us, why this amendment should not be
agreed to.

As I have said before, I think all
the gentlemen who appeared at the
meeting of the committee and took
part in it acted fairly, displayed no
heat, and appeared to be anxious to
arrive at a fair solution of this problem.
I think that we have the opinion of the
law officers of the Crown that this is the
only practicable way to work out the prob-
lem-that, if we adopt that memorandum
as it is, we shall have confusion worse
confounded, we shall perhaps have the
elections in the province of Nova Scotia
contested, we shall have trouble. I cannot
see how either side can be in any way pre-
judiced by adopting the prQposed amend-
ment.

The honourable member for De 'Salaberry
has said that they have only five days in
whichtoappealfrom this stuffed list. I think
the honourable gentleman is quite in error
-and sincerely in error. The judge on the
appeal has to sit for five days. You may
prepare your appeal, and surely, when
there is a judge for every electoral divi-
sion, you can dispose of the appeals in five
days. A great deal of talking can be done
in that time.

Hon. Mr. OLORAN: Electoral division
or polling division?

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: In the
eleictoral division. But if you want to
change the time I do not see why we should
not do so. Divide the time that we now
have on election day, and work it out so
that there can be no doubt that sufficient
time will be given to every'body, and there
will be no snap judgiment; everybody will
be on the same basis. Let me point out,
too, that if the list is to go before the
county judge, before whom the honourable
member for De Salaberry wants it to go in
its present form, what is to prevent any per-
son who ls opposed to that list from obj ecting
to the whole list? If he objects to the
whole list, in substance, we must make a
new list. The judge will have to learn
the complete history of every man just the
same, if you are all unreasonable. You
are not going to avoid making a new list
if we have to deal with a lot of silly, pre-
judiced people, no matter on what side.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Tha)t state of af-
fairs might happen after the enumerators
got through with the list.

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON.

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: Certainly
it might happen.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Then your solu-
tion does not end the difficulity.

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: I am
going to assume-it may be a violent as-
sumption--that the people of Nova Scotia
are reasonable; that they are not going to
waste their time, when they ought to be
out before the electors, in battling over
matters before the judge or the enumerator;
but that when they have real objections
they are going to dispose of them before
the enumerator or the county judge. I
would not give the enumerator any discre-
tion over those lists except the judicial dis-
cretion, that is, te find the evidence.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: Did the honourable
the Secretary of State take any exception
in principle to the draft which was read
by (him at the conference last night, ex-
cept saying that it would have to be ar-
ranged in order to be workable?

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: What the
Secretary of State said-I am going to an-
swer you candidly--

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: I will put another
question so that the honourable gentleman
can answer it at the same time: and did
you not understand that the principle of
revision, on which tihe draft was based, was
accepted?

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: I say,
first, that the Secretary of State said that
this form was unworkable. Then he said
it would have to be worked out by the
machinery used in the Ontario cities. That
is my answer to bhe first question. Whe-
ther that involved the principle or not, I
am not able to say; but so fax as I my-
self am concerned, I have already stated
that I did not know what the Ontario
machinery was, and I did not recognize
that it made any change. I have stated to
the honourable menber for De Salaberry
privately, and I state it to 'him now, that
I did not myself appreciate that by invok-
ing the use of the machinery for the cities
of Ontario we were going to change in any
way the memorandum.

,Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: Will my honour-
able friend allow me one question? I under-
stand the two gentlemen who were there
from the House of Commons to ask the
Secretary of State that very question about
that Ontario matter.


