
[COMMONS]

Refore Judire Elliott knew that his decision was
necessarv ini ord1erto seat lr. Carling. lie lhad deeidel
that the revising ttdicer was perfectIy within the law
in aloeig the aendmients and adjourning the
court. and having so d ecided, he had decided also
that the revising oticer was perfectly within the
law %wen( oI his court reasseinlding he had disallow-
ed the 12S votes which Judge Elliott afterwards
allowed. But. when after the election, tiiese 12S
votes lad founid their way into the ballot box, and
it Lecam)e necessary to have thei counted iii order
to seat Mr. Carling, .Juige Elliott lot onlly h1ad to
ovez-rule the Superior Court, but lie also had to
Overrule himîself. and lie wlhoion the 20th Novembuier
iadl leciled that there was no appeal to hinm fron
the revising lbarrister, who hadili allowed the aneud-
ments. and threw out theie fag<>t votes: aiterwards,1
on the 9Oth of March, a couple of weeks after the
election, elic decidel in favour of Mr. Carling and
lecided against limuself. Noîw, Sir, how comnes it

tlhat his miind underwent such a change ? Was he!
throughout these whole pbroceedings, so conducting!
himsielf that. lie was aile to deliver an imiîpartial
jîudgmtent., and in this connection I shall treat of
the newspaper articles. In the city of London is
published a daily newspaper called the Free Pre-
the Conservative organ there. This bye-election
conmenced about the month of January, wlhen I
unîderstanud Mr. Hyuan was unseated. and on the
5th <day of February there appeared in the London
Freo Pr'.«- the following iten

REASONS FOR OTING FOR CARLING.
"1. Carling is a Cabinet 3Minister and is powerful with

the Government to lielp in promoting the prosperity of
Lond(on.

S2. le asserts that to surrender our tariff system to the
States, is hostile to.our.position, as part.of the British
Empire, and must inevitably lead to political annexa-
tion."

I think wve have heard a certain political party in
this House, and out of the House. advance sinilar
arguments against another party.

Mr. N1ONCRIEFF. Do you knîow that Judge
Elotwrote that?

%Ir. MULOCK. I an sure that Judge Elliott
wrote this article.

Mr. IONCRIEFF. That is not what I asked
you.

Mr. MIULOCK. I was told so: and I ami reading
this article as Judge Elliott's.

Mr. TUPPER. You were told so.

Mr. 3MULOCK. Yes, told so, and I believe so,
and I have sworn evidence that it. is so. I a not
a wituess now. I an a member of this House, and
I an stating.r what I believe to lie true ; and if any
hon. gentleman does not believe it to be true, why
does he not take the chance of disproving it ? I
accuse Judge Elliott of having written it.

Mir. TUPPER. That is another thing.
Mr. NIULOCK. My hon. friend from West

Lanbton (Mr. Lister) Las assured me tlhat Judge
Elliott hais written these articles which 1 am about
to quote, and I have in ny possession sworn testi-
nony that he did write these articles. It is said
that so particular was lie that there should be no
errors in these articles that he corrected the proofs
with his own hand, and that the manuscript of
every one of these articles was in his own band-
writing, and was delivered in his own handwriting

Mr. MCLOCK

to the Lonîdon Fr..e Pr«' : and if lion. gentlenen
think thîat lie didi not write these articles and can
prove that le diii not, will they not place those who
say lhe did iii a nice position ? He is accusei ou the
floor of thîis House of having written ithese articles :
and now perhaps t hzhni. gentlemen having recov-
erled f romf their excitemient. ill allow mie to proceed
vith i quîvêotationuîs fromîuî this nce bit of literature.
Thel hon. mîeîîmer for East Lamb1ît en (Nir. N 0incrief
invited me to do. tihis. and . I suppose lhe will regard
nme as meeting his views. I go on to (uiote the
reasons whicli .ludge Elliott advanced for voting

agistMr.Hy n:
''Firt. he has neither ability nor power to help the

city."
That is a patriotie. a judicial sentiment.-

"His want of ability is shown by his silly conduct hy
which the city lost the car-works. 2nd. He is ftr sur-
rendering our~fiscal policy to the States. yet professingîto
go ag-ainst pfoiitieal. annexation which 3r. Blake has an-
noaunced must imevitably f'low."

Well, about the same time, ont the 5th of February
fast, there leganu a series of articles iii the sam
pîaper, the London Fr'' Pr--. which hon. gentle-
hmen will find unduuler the heading, " Questions b)y a,
Liberal Votei- and Answers: and i may say that
this series of articles will be founid in the issues of
that paper of the following days: the 5th of Feb-
ruary, the 6tli of February, the Sth iof February,
and the 9th of February. Judge Elliott, as the
iauthor of these articles, lias purported to represent
a Lilbiral questionuing hiîm upon the political issues
of the day. Perhaps lhe can show tiat there was
a Liberalwho put these qluestions to him. or per-
hapis lhe w-as personating a Liberal and putting
questions m order to answer then. I aim sure
that no hon. gentleman would desire ne to read
tliese various columns o-f articles.

Some hon. IEM BERS. Read.
Mir. MU'LOCK. I have given the dates, and

hon. gentlemiien can read them for themnelves.
They are questions and answers dealing with the
great political issues of the day. principally the
great trade question. Hon. gentlemen a.sk ne to
read thei. The first question is

"Have you seen Mr. Gibbois's address on the trade ques-
tion ?-Ye:s."
So it goes on, and the last question is

There are some other points to which I would like to
refer. but not at resent.-I should be happy to hear
you, and I think I have Seen no argument urged on behalf
of the Liberal party in furtlherance of their seheme of
coiimmercial or political union with the States which cau-
not be refuted."
There we accuse Judgc Elliott of having insinuated
that the Liberal party is iii favour of political union
with the United States. I niU notquote the article
of the 6th of February, but will leave that pleasure
for hon. gentlemlen opol)site. The one on the St.h
appears to be a little over a column iiin length and is
made up of questions and answers of tlhe sanie kiud
containing sargunents against the Liberal party, the
regular stock arguients used by the Conservative
party iii the campaign. For exanple, this inagi.
nary Liberal is supposed to have put this question.

" But, do you say there is not justice in the assertion
that the Liberal party are for free trade?-I say that
when they assert free trade is their object in seeking

1 to have the American tariff to rule they talk the verist
nonsense. I must say that it is a dishonest cry, and those
who ask for such an assimilation of tariffs and say it is
for free trade, must know that the ery is unfounded andjdishuones.
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