
COMMONS DEBATES.
' copy.

" OTTAWA 27th March, 1883.
"Sa,-Having reference to your letter of the 3rd instant,transmitting

a petition of, certain inhabitants of St. Thomas, praying for an enquiry
nto the grievances they lbour under so long as His Honour Judge
Hughes is permitted to occupy the position of County Jadge for the
couty of Elgin, I have the bonour to say, in regard ioyour reference to
a public investigation had mauy years ago, that ihis is not now a matter
for investigation.

" The other statements in th3 petition are of too general a nature and
character to justify an investigation.

" You ehould state specifically the time and the place at which and
the case in which, by reason of what you allege, ho has brought himself
within the terms of the Act of 18832.

"1 am, Sir,
"Tour obedient servant,

"GE). W. BURBIDGE,
' Deputy Minister of Justice.

' JÂim STtroN. Esq ,
"St. Thomas."

The County Crown Attorney, who is chargel with the
duty of seeing that the law is properly administered, for.
warded these charges. He received the following letter from
the Deputy Minister of Justice:

"Copy.
"OTTmWÀ,3rd March, 13E4.

" Sn,--With further reference to your letter of 21st ultimo, I have. the
honour to call your attention to the fact that the petition accompanying
your letter, which you etated to be the specification of the charge-, and
of the grounds on which the petitioner's complaintis basod, is not signed
by any person.

I have also to call your attention to the fact that in a number of cases,
no time is stated at which the matters complained of took place.

"It would be convenient, in stating the charges and grounds on which
the complaint is based, to state thema in the order of time in which they
occurred.

" The petition is therefore returned to you for signature, an I far amend-
meat in the particulars indicated.

"i am, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"GEO. W. BTRBIDGE,
" Deputj JJinister qjfJusice.

"JnEs STANTOi, Esq.,
"St. Thomas."

IL will be observed that the suggestion or statement was
made that the potition was returned. Immediately the
First Minister made the announcement that no petition or
charges were in the possession of the bovernment, I wrote
to Mr. Stanton. He immediately had the charges signed by
the former petitioners, or as many of then as ho could find.a
fie had the petition signed, and ho, acting for petitioners,
forwarded the document to the Department. That docu-0
ment was mailed lu St. Thomas on the 24th. A letter of
the saine date was written and mailed to me. I received
the letter on the morning of the 25th, and on the afternoon
of the 26th I had a notice on the Paper enquiring of the
Government if they had up to to that time received any
such document. When the question was asked of the Gov-
ernment the Minister of Public Works, in the absence of
the First Minister, stated that no petitions were in the
possession of the Government; and when I further asked
whether the Government intended to take any further p
action in the matter, the reply was that they could take no
action, as there was nothing before them. Now, I do
not aucuse the First Ministr-I do not say ho
is to blame in the matter-but what I do say is, s
that there should have been botter anpervision over the p
Department of Justice, se that when an Address is passed û
here, and when we are entitled to recoive the papers covered t
bythat Address, the Deputies of the Departmnents should far.-n
niish the Ministers with correct and reliable information. c
The Government are in possession of the petition, and they 1
are asked to investigate the matter. It is their boundenin
duty either to act upon that petition or else togive a positive •
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refusal and say that the charges are not ample and sugleient
for investigation. They have certainly a right to say that
the impeachment and the suspense of judgment whieh took
place in 1852 should not now bo rovived. We all know per-
fectly well that a Judge is not entitled to hold bis pueition a
day after ho has b3en found guilty of using his public PSi-
tion in any way to better his private circumstances. This
was proven after full and fair enquiry. Now, I have doe omy
duty in regard to these charges. Some may say that I have
brought this matter up on personal pique. I have takenno di-
rect or indirect part in the matter, and I should not bave reforr-
ed to it at all had it not, to a certain extent, been the impres.
sion that I was trying te get information out of the Goverm-
ment that the Government was not in possession of. How
it is that those petitions havo been lying in tho Department
of Justice, and that, though I have time and again asked for
them, which an Address of tho House called for, and
yet that information has been withheld, is something
which I cannot account for. lowever, if the Government
choose to take that course, upon then be the responsabiUby
and not upon me. Having placed the matter before the
House so as to exonerate myself from any censure in non-
nection, with the matter I leave it in the hands of the Govern-
ment, hoping they may sec their way clear to give some
definite information, so that I may be able to say to the
people of the county whether or not the Government intend
to enquire into these charges,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am rather sorry that
the hon. gentleman did not tell ma that ho was gong to
bring this matter up, for this reason, that only yesterday I
had a letter from Mr. Stanton, whom I know very well,
stating that I must have been under a misapprehension
when I stated that there was no petition signed. Upon that
I communicated with the Dapartment of Justice, and I eup-
pose there will be an answer to-morrow. At present I bave
nothing more to say than I stated before. Immediately on
the appearance of the enquiry of the hon. gentleman on tho
Order Paper, that question being:

I Whether the Government have taken any steps ta enquire into 4h.
,harges preferred against the officiai conduct of D. J. Hughes, Judge of
the (ounty Court of Elgin; and if not, whether it is their intention to
do so, and when ? "

I immediately called the attention of the Departmort of
Justice and the Deputy Minister sent me this memorandum:

" An unsigned petiion, asking the investigation of certain charges
against the Judge, was received. A copy of this petition was sent to Air.
Hughes, and the original Yeturned to the person who forwarled i in
order that the signatures of the petitioners might be supplied, and:aisa
the dates (where not given) of acts complained of."

Thore is the farther statement by the Deputy Minister:

" That petition was received in the Dapartme8t on the 2lst January,
and the Address was moved on the 28th; the petition was unsigned atid
complained of acts happening a great many years aga, as well as recently,
and aiso of acts th- dates ot which were not given. [t wais returned
for the f,)lowing parposes: Pirat, for the signatures of the petitioners ;
secondly, for the dates when the acts complained of were done; and
thirdly and generally, for a mure orderly arranged 1'atemerit of the
grounds. At ait eveats, it was minifestly unfair to make these charges
ublic beforea the Judge hid au opo>rtunity of answeriug them.

Althougn the petition was unsigned, we asked the 5 :rettry of Stt te's
Department to send a copy of it to Judge Hughes, which wau done."

It was upon the authority of those papers that I made the
statement to the hon. gentleman with respect to the in-
peachment which took place so iong ago as 1862, and I
hink the House will agree that it is far too late to enter on
he discussion of charges agaiwst a Judge which were -made
more than twenty years ag>, ho baving gone on as Judge
ever.since, and 1 suppose he has given satisfaction, so far as
1 know, at least. The papors in reference to i bat impeach-
ment are not to be found in the Departmet. The last
known of them, they were in tho hatnds of Me. (now Vhief
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