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all events, and I an certain there has not been ai per or not. Sir, wlat did Judge Elliott do?
case in the last 40 years, where a judge on the 1 There is a god deal that is controversial in bis
bench has taken part, as this judge lias been 1 conduct, but there is a gootl leal whicb (epends
accused of having taken part, in a political contest1upon proceeiings that have taken place and about
of this kind. Is it because the man is on the bench, jiwhich thet-e is 110 controversv. There i8 the
because lie occupies a position so far above his feflowing in evidence about h there is 1o
hrethren, that he-can do acts that untit himuî for the controversy. On the 2Oth Noveinber.Judge
proper discharge of his duties ? I want to know Elliott lîeld thtl liaul no power to over-
wliat can more disqualify a judge fromî giving an mIe the revisiwirotticer who decideil that lie
impartial.consideration on matters political, when had power to aiuend and to)adjourn bis court
they come before himu in his judicial capacity, than t? permit aitanwîîdîîîcnt. As the lon. nîe,,der for
the circumstance that he is allying hinself activelyEastLanihtou (MIl. Moncreif) said, at this stage
as an agent to pronote the candidature of one
caiitidate or another, for the success of ne political would be another election, becausc theseat was îlot
party or another. And therefoi-e whilst the judges vacant. Asstiiuîg that te) he the casé,1Iarn inclined
imay be allowel to have their political opinions, to attach a great ileal llore importance to bis deci-
while it is impossible for thein to strip theuiselves sion theui. tl t.)lis (iecisi(>ilbter "i, wheîî it
of their political views, I think no one will say that was dear tha. his judgnieit was gohng to have a
they are warranted iin saying tihat they mnay, after great influence on the reîwesentation Of that con-
takiig the ermine, either in the press.on the street,or <:y.lF>Ii thie <Iecisio> of tie revising office-r
on the platformu, muantifest party bias for one political there was an appeai to the Court of Qîjeen s
party or aiotlier. I therefore say the hon. geutle- Beuch. and it is îot in cdoubt at ail t1iat wlîen the
man lias wholly imistakent the issue if lhe supposes election was over. andutiel it dependediupon
these charges simply accuse Judge Elliott of lhatvinug overruliîîg the flecision of the rcvisiiug oflicer
political opinions. They are mnuch more serious. whether Mr. (aî-ling should take lus seat ou- not,
They charge liimîwith being ai active political pity ,JiIge ElIiott tlei proceeled to deai withithis
man, nothing more no- less than a par-ty lieerinatter. ani lie didciii witl it in favour of Mr.
and that, at the timîîe whien h hlad it in his judiciai Carlin«. But iii order to seat-Mr. Carling what
power to seat one candidate or the other, anid<lli lie have to do iileu-et at Carling,
whicli power we say lie has exercised iii the way whilid fot get a iajoity of the qualitied voters,
iii which his pa-ty leaniungs went. I will not con-Îlie lad, iii the iist instlice, to tind in fa-our of tue
tr-ov eurt, at this stage, the stateiment made hy the qualification of 128 voteî-i wuo hî<utl been helil 13
hou. gentlemi an, that Julge Elliott is one of the the revisiîg otheci- to have no0vote.1<> thiatex
puI-est of judges that ever adiiorned the Canadian tout lic oveilel the tiiuthiuugs in fact and law of
beicl. i thlink it will he better to reserve an ex- tie re-ising othei-. Hecfurthci- liail to oveî-i-ule
pression of thiat kind until his particular coniduct tue unanuiious decisioi idte Court of Queeîî S
in question is investigated, and if these charges are Bencli, antiniordc-u- to explain why lie <11<1 this lie
foundationless, I shall rejoice, as all hoinu-ableSays that tic Cou-t nE Queuis Boudu iail i<t giveu
men oughut to rejoice, in his being exculpated ; but pi, juilgiuueut witlu -eaSoiîs. It is tu they deetl
the f-ienuds of Judge Elliott, if they believe iii hisithel but tliey liti uot gi%-e those î-easons that
iunocence. should be the fi-st men to ask Pai-lia- i coiiiiiied thucuselves toelige Elliott. Thatcou-t
inlut to carry this motion and have his condu-et seenued to kuîow what the iaw %as, it was so plain to
investigated, and whîen I find, on the floor of stis thein that thicv tliilot, 1 puestluule, dccii it lieces-
Houise, efforts made to p-event enquiry, I certiainly sary to deliveî-autelahorate juîdguneuît, but
ai compelled to arrive at the conclusion that hon. assuilleui, as they had a right to asume, that
gentlemen opposite do not believe that Judge theiu'judguîent, without giviuug9r-as')us, should ho
Elliott's conduct is of the purest of the pure. The accepted as au hoîest and correct julgiîîeit. Jud e
hon. gentleman said that nothing improper could
Ibe iupliei froi anything that Judge Elliott has did so. aîdlle says tlîat in doing so, lie supposes
said or written. He did not venture to say that lie would cover hiîîself withîobhxuy. I think lie
Judge Elliott did not write any of these articles ; lias well priphîesied the result. But lie had to go
JIudge Elliott did not venture to instruct huim to fu-the-, and to nier-ue the decision of tlie Court.
that extent, I venture to warrant. Judge Elliott of Appeab The thi-ee judges of tue Couut of
luas never, up to this moment; dienied writing theseI ppeal wluo gave judgîîent unainiîously decidcd
articles. e iii favour of theodecision of the mcvising othlcer, and

An hon.MEM BER. Viat articles ?teysupporteuIthe dceisiouof .JudgeElliott hîhu-
Au bon. Mself iii tic first instance. They decided ini the sanie

Mm. MULOCK. Before 1 an throug, lion. way asthe Court of Quoeiî's Bench, and it.-theme-
gentlemen will have the advantage of -knowing fore, bocane necesetry for .udgc Eiiott to over-
w-hat the articles are. I have them before ne.rmue the decision of the Court of Appeal. How did
The lion. menber for West Lambton (.Mr. Lister) he do that? Ris contention was thit these judges
did not care to i-eati these articles. He proposed to of the Court of Appeai did uot kuow what tbey
lay this case before Parlanient to allow the judge, weme about, that though they bad delivemed judg-
as lie ought to have doue, to come before Parlia- ment on a poit that lîad been thresbed out before
ment in a nanly way and give his answer at antheun by able counsci on both sides, Judge Eiiott
early ·stage. Hon. gentlenmen opposite did not chose to place the construction upon that judg-
deny the existenee of these articles, further than ment, that it was not necessamy to be given un
to say thatnobody could point to anything impro- rertder inehease.ndothejinr
per, but before I take nsy seat I will refer to somejdeovrndth dcsinfteSpee
of those articles and I will leave it to the hon.Cortehbstcuti hePoieofntr.
gentlemen to say whether their contents are pro.- u ehdas >oerueaohrjd!et

pe7rnt3o, iwa ikudeElotd


