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Lest some ma~y thmink I arn toa stoeong in1
my contention that there was no f air play
for ie Oppmsition, let me givie a few in-
s&tainces to, the Héouse. There is a coqistit-
uericy oalIed Edmonîton 'West, which
wuaî represented în the lasit, Parlia-
ment by as *brave a man -'as eve-r
aitood on the flooir of this Hîouse, la man of
intiense courage -anîd of -absolutelly independ-
lent mind, who would not bow the knee to
ýanybhody or vary his opinions for «uy man
living. I say there was noîthing short o~f a
canspiracy ito defeat Mr. Oliver. Afn I too
sitromg in that statemneuý? Thie is wh'at
took place in the constituency of Wesît
Edmonton: 'In no lees than seven poils
theire were not enougli ballots for the alec-
tore -who came to regisgter the-ir votes. If
thst had itaken place in only one poli, I
would it have very mucli to s-ay, but when
it lis a facît bliat thesame thing GCCUTred -at
seven d.ifferenit polis, 1 dsay t!haît À~ was a
oouspiracy. In tihree of these poals 'tfhe
eleators were s, jinsistenit on their riglit to
have their votes recorded thalt ballots were
substiltuted. At -the fourth poliI aiseo, eigbtty-
two, ballots were subsbi;tuted, but the re-

» tumrnng officer refused Wo count Vhemo at
an-y of -the pols. W.a6 thaît aill? No, there
is Sotnethlng more. Iu three i3u'b-divisionis
the polis wklsli the returuing officer hai
proclaimed would *be opened, were neyer
opened Mt ýll on election day, and men who
had travelIed hundreds of miles and more-
Vo -the poli found lit lock-ed on their arrivai,
and tihey -were uniable to, record th-air votes.
Iis noît ilhat somethdug Wo conflrm the words
1 used a moment ago, that there was, no f air
play fbr tîhe OppositionP

But there Ie something -more. luI the
ridîng of Bow River the -returning officer
issued. over bis signaîture the folloiwing
notice to llhe depu'ty returning officer:

By order fronf the General Returning Officer
1 arn té ldvise you that naturalisation oan only
be proved by Production of naturalization
certificates In the manner before advised,' and
that neither oath of persen affecteS, nor
preeence of hie na.me or an>' votera' Et will
be proof 0f hie right or hie naturalization for
purposes of section sixty-two or otherwise.

Arthur G. Bond,
Returning Oficer for Blow River Electoral

District.
That lis -the statemei't made ity the re-

tuxrning officer of Bow River, who shields
-himaseif behind the, «eneral Returning
Offlcei,, Mr. O'Coînnor. 1 believe, for my
part, that Mr. O'Connor never gave suob
au lorder, but we shalH know by-and-by.
But whébhler the -authority, e -called, .was,

* frolm hesdqjuarters tat Ottawa or from thle
roturn-ing officer hims'lf, the fact remains

that no naturalized Britishi subjeet .whiSe
namne was-already ou the list would be ad-
mitted-'to vote unless lie bald bila naturali-
zatien certifloiate in> bis pocket. <Jould amy-
thing ibe more arbiltrary or more -tyanni-
cal aven in Gerrnany itself or lin Ruesia?
A mnan wvhîo lias been living the Ele of a
peïaceful citizen, who has (beau iacknow-
ledged. and reoognized by his neighbours
as a British subject, aud whoee name le on
the výotèrs' -lisît--thisa man lhas ta. brlin-g hde
naturalization cerbificate in lie pooket ba-
fore -ie can. be p-prmitted teý vote. I am
sure tbat such, -a thling shocks Ithle seuse
of justice and eair play of every man lu
this House. I ýarn told, 84r, thiat iu the
coustituency of 'Bow River, Belgians wiho
had corne fren lieroic Bel-gium, Frendlimen
who liad came froma giorionis France, aud
Americans who had corne f-roin the land
of .freedom, and wlio lied ail been miaturai-
ized, were not allowed Vo vote bheoausé tliey
had net tiheir -natunaisatiou certifloates, iu
theïr pockets. I arn itold more, and I be-
lieve it ls true, that the same princlipie, tihe
same doctrine, the eame lorder, was lollow-
ed rn constrituenoies otber than those of -the
four provinces west of Lake Superior. That
ils the situation.

Here are two censtituencies in which tihe
most sacred laws of British freedom were
vioiated. 1 will be told perbaps: " But

,,hat of the soldier's vote? Was it flot
oxerwhelîningiy on the aide cf the Gov-
ernuienti" I admit At was, but whal cf itP
I will net Ïbe prepared ta-day te, gie ahal
the evidence which I shall have to submait,
but I can cali attention ta some tacts. The
Minister cf Militia, in the early part of,
Noverber , addresed -a meeting lu the
Russell Theatre, Ottawa, which it was my
pleasure te attend, in conînection with the
Victory Le an, and lie made the atatèment
that the number of enJisted. soldiers, at that
time was 35,000. It turned eut that the
number of soldiers who voted in Canada
was not 35,000, but 54,200. In lesa than oee

nth, or thereabouta, the number of en-
listed soldiers in Canada bad increa-sed
frote 35,000 te, 54,000 edd. We have ne ex-
pisuatien ef tiia f act, yet, and we miglit
ask, whence carne these additional 20,000
soidiers wiho voted on the- 17th December?
They could not have been oonscript-ed lider
the Act. The Act had just been put in
force, and mobody hadbeen. censcripted at
that time. -Was the explanation that they
had enlisted voluntarily? We had. been
told by the Prime Minister again anod again
tihat voiuntary enlistment had cempletely
broken dewn in. Canada. Or was the ex-
plauntion that a certain number ef men
were put in khaki, net Vo win the war, but
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