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member of this House would daro to face the pubiic and
defend the action of this officer. Gross injustice has been
done and :steps should be taken to prevent its repetition. 1
hope such an impression will be made on the people of the
country that it will not be repeated.

Mr, BOWMAN. This discussion has revealed a very ex:
traordinary state of affairs in regard to the gazetting of
roturns, especially those of hon. members.on this side of the:
House. I do not propose to discuss- the returns of other
hon. gentlemen ; 1 simply desire to state the facts in regard
to my own case. When we consider the discrepancy which
exists in the gazetting of returns, we must come.to the con-
clusion either that the returning officers or the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery -failed very seriously in discharging
their daties. So far as the return of my own riding is con-
cerned, I have a letter in my possession from the retarning
officer in which he states that he made the return on Tth
March, and that statement is corroborated by the return
laid on the Table by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
in which he acknowledges it wasreceived on the 8th March ;
and consequently there has been no failure on the part of
the returning officer to discharge his duties properly in that
respect. Consequently the fault lies altogether at the door
of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. The return was
received on the 9th March, The next Gazette was pub-
lished on the 12th. So there were three days for the
return to be sent from the office of the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery to the office of the Queen's Printer. But
for some reason or other it was mnot published in
that number of the Gazette. The next Gazette was
published on the 19th March, but although a week elapsed
it did- not appear in that issue. It did not make its
appearance until the 26th March. So it took eighteon days
for the return to get from the office of. the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery to the office of tho Canada Gazette.
There: is-another feature in connection with this case. It
is.stated by that official, I understand, that in some cases: it
was necessary to have some correspondence, that in some
cases the returns were g0 defective they had to be corrected-
But in this case there was no correspondence and the return:
was accepted as sent in. It is important we should krow
the camse. of the delay. It is too much to ask us to assume
that these delays were the result of accident or oversight.
If oney two or half .dozen cases had occurred, they might be:
assumed to be due to chance, but when such a large number
failed to be gazetted at the proper time we must look for
the:-cause elsewhere. We can only account for this state of
affairs by assaming that the Clerk of the Crowa in Chancery:
deliberately kept back the returns.of members on this side:
of the House for reasons which are, no doubt, fully under-
stood by.at least some hon, gentlemen opposite. I simply:
desire to state the question of my own return in its true
light and show that the returning officer, at all events, was
not to blame.

Mr. TAYLOR. Iam glad the hon. gentleman who has
just taken his seat has followed in the wake of those-who
preceded him on that side of the House inmaking many
goneral statements charging revising officers, returning
officers; and all the other officials- in conneotion with the
eleotions, with being: responsible for their being in the
cold .shades of opposition, on that side of the House.
Bat there .is net one of them so far who has pointed
out any. particular. returning officer or revising officer,
who . has done an injustice to him pereonally. There
is not an hon. gentlemen on that side who has said:
The returning officer in my county was a Tory, and
he did me a flagrant wrong. Of what are they complain-
ing,? Simply.that they have not been gazstted in time to-

suit them. Surely there must be something at the back of:

this—there mnst .be something to.fear. I can peint
to the election in Kingston, where the right hon.
Mr, MoMuLLEN,

the leader of the Government: was elected. No
doubt the returning officer there- was a Tory—omne of the
worst kind of Tories, and no doubt-his officials were Tétries,
But being honest, like all Tories, they: connted' up - t¥e- bal-
Jots, and gave the opposition candidate; Mf, Gimn, the
benefit of every doubt, and they returned- the: leader of*the
Government to this Hounse by a majority of twelve: The
friends of hon, gentlemen opposite o it; they said
there was a dire wrong somewhers, and- they appled” for-a
recount, knowing that the judge was an-appointee of their
own, and not favorable to the leader of the Government, so
far as politics were concerned. What did hedo ? He'said :
These corrupt Tory returning officers have pot givem the
Premier a full count ; I will increase it to seventeen, ard he
gave the Premier a msjority of seventeen, where the: cor-
rupt Tory officials had given him a majority of only twetve.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What about Mr, Dunn?

Mr. TAYLOR. Who is Mr. Dann ? Speak: for your-
gelves ; name your own returning offtcer; name- the re.
turning officer for Bothwell, or any other returning officer
in Ontario. But they point to Mr. Dunn, whose case we
have not investigated. Let them speak for themselves and
bring a direct charge. The hon. member for- Pfince
Edward (Mr. Platt), said he regretted ' very 'much that' the
motion placed in your hands was. not for the dismissal of
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, Try him.withoat
judge or jury; cat off the head of an old servant; whio' has
served this Government faithfully for the l4sttwenty years,
served when my hon, friends opposite were in power, and
no doubt as faithfally then as he has on this occasion, for
there were no complaints from that side of the House. Bat
this appears to have been the policy of hon. gentlémen
when they wore appealing to the electorate of* this- conn-
try. Iknow it was so in myown riding. I know thers
was not a public officer there but was threatened with dis-
missal when the leader of the Opposition' and his friends
returned to power, as they expected to do, and were sure
they would do, on the 22nd of February. Every Castom
house officer, every lighthouse keeper, every fishery over-
geer that took: part in the elections was to be dismissed,
and their places were promised for political support to the
friends of hon, gentlemen opposite. Not only-that, but the
portfolios were distributed to bon. gentlemen' opposite,
and I am oredibly informed that an hom, gentle.
man, occupying a leading position on the other
side of the House, has received correspondence addressed
to him as Mr. So-snd o, M:P., Minister of Customs.
No doubt this hon. gentleman said t6 :some of his friends,
after the House meets I will be Minister of Customs, and
when you address me; address me as Ministér' of Customs,
The hon. gentleman whom I see launghing so pleasantly
before me knows thai is correct; and it proves conclu-
sively that they fully expected to attain power; and that
the portfolios were distributed, But a  majority of forty-
three on the othersidé does not give them much show of
getting in. Now, I waselécted on' the 22nd of February
with a majority of:fonr-hundred and sixteen. That-was a
majority that ought to- have: gumnbeed that my name
would appear-in the next week’s Gazette, or in two weeks
at most, and yet ‘my name does not appear until the 19th of
March, But1 am notcomplaining; I-have nothing to fear.
But hon, gentlémen opposite wero 'in purgatory, and they
wanted to get-out; they wanted the ten days' rule to apply
to them, and ‘thé thirty days’ rule to apply tous. If hon.
gentlemen opposite had nothing to fear they would not com-
plain of their names not being ted for a week or two
after being elected. A'notice that the return of the  hos.
member for East Hastings (M¢, Burdett) was gazetted on
the 19th March. The Minister of Castoms, whowas elécted
in the north'riding with a larger majority, was ;gazetted -on
the sanrecday:



