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—defacing, marking, speiling, substitution or
tampering In respect of election bzllots, or by
reason of any fraudulent conduct in respect to
the poll bookg———

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is it ; go on.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That is limited te poll-books:

—baliot boxes, or the lawful contents——

Having named these things in regard to
which the fraudulent practices may be, it
goes on

—or what should have been the lawful contents
of the ballot boxes, whether by way of fraudu-
lent alteration, addition, withdrawal or other-
wise.

That being the language it seems to me to
be a direction to inguire into frauduient
practices, belng the scts perpetrated, acd
not into conspiracies organized outside, and
from whickh these fraudulent practices
emanated. If there is room for any doubt,
what objection can there be to amplifying
g: and making it clear as we are seeking to
0.
ordinary Bill. I have beard the Minister of
Marine and Fiskeries ask the advice of
members and suggestions from them on im-
portant questions which he has submitted
to this House. I have geen the Solicitor
Genera! yield his own opinion to the opinion
of others, and when it was advocated that
language should be inserted in a section, I
have heard him state that slthough he did
pot think that was necessary yet as it car-
ried out the object he had {n view, he would
accept it. If this language which we ad-
vocate should be inserted, simply makes the
thing clear, why not imsert it? Sir,
position of ike Minisier of Railways forces

me te the conclusior that the government .

Is not sincere in desiring that the scope
of this commissicn should be as broad as
the language of the ministers would lead

one to belleve they desire. Otherwise there |

Is no reason why we should quibble over &
maiter Hke thls, especially considering the
very few words that are suggested from
this side of the House. Let the House re- |
member the language used by the Prime |
Minister when he was making his promise
that this commission should issue. Let us |
see whether the actual language of this
commmisgion iz as consistent with the words
he used then, as is the langusge which we
ask that the commission should be couch-
ed s%n. The Prime Minister said on that oe-
¢asgion

Scme investigation must take place—deep,
searching, compiete, penetrating everywhere, so
as to ferret out the evil, to search out the eori-
minals, and if legislatlon be necessary to punish
them, and to punish them adegquately . . .

We must have, at an early dste, lmmedl&tely,
& tribunal composed of the best judges of the
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It is done every day in the cgse of an |

the |

land, so as to have the fullast, the most com-
plete, the most searching inquiry into all tkat
we know, inte all that has come to the atten-
tion of the House, of the preas and of the courts,
and intc what =also has not yet come to the
attenticn of the public; to ferret out that system
an@ expose it, and to eradicate it for ever from
this land of ours.

There is the strong snd emphatic language
of the Prime Minister and here in the com-
mission is the narrow and dangerous langu-
age of the balf-hearted attempt at perform-
ance. I again call the attention of the
House {¢ the fact that the words ‘any
fraudulent conduct’ seem to be qualified by
the words following im the context, but I
think, however, the hon. gentleman will un-
derstand that that was my argument. The
arguirent of the Minister of Rallways re-
garding these different statutes was to my
mird an extraordinary ome. [ would not
profess for a moment to refiect on the hon.
gentieman’s legal ability or on his ability
- to interpret the spirit of a statute, but I
. say that when he came to deal with the
' indemnity clanse his argument was not the
‘argument of a lawyer but was the argument
i of a politiclan—the argument of a man ‘who
i was destitute of any argument that a law-
ser or a statesman could use In reply to
'the contention of the hon. senlor member
 for Halifax (Mr. Borden). I am neot refer-
‘ring to the chaff (for It must have been
.chaff) in regard to the alleged contrary
opinions of Sir Johmn Thompson and Mr.
' Blake. But, when the hon. gentleman (Mr.
. Blair) dealt with the suggestion of the hon.
. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) a3
. to whether there is jurisdiction in His Ex-
cellency in Conneil to commissior these
| judges to Inquire into these frauds under
that statote respecting inquiries into any
matter relative to good government ; sure-
Iy the hon. gentieman (Mr. Blair) could have
‘used other arguments than bhe 4id. How-
. ever, we must deal with the arguments that
.he did wuse. If the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) followws his argument to its logical
: conclusion, then parliament wasted time in
passing the Act relating to controverted elec-
‘ tioms. and the Act relating to corrupt prac-
' tices, because if all these things relate to
xthe good government of Canadsa, then all
i that would be necessary would .be to issue in-
. i quiries into matters relating to controverted
.elections and corrupt practices at elections.
'The heon. gentleman will see that his
rargument would apply to the cases of
,controverted electicns, amd to corrupt
‘practices a8 ‘well as to this ecase. I
venture to think that the Minister of Rail-
ways mever took time to consider, why it is
that upon the statute-book side by side, we
have one statute reiating tec corrupt prac-
tices. and another passed In order that uun-
der a certain state of affairs & commmission
of judges conid do the very thing that you
are attempting to empower these judges to
do here. namely, % inqaire inte, to probe, and
to ascertain to what extent corrupt practices




