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subnit the Bill to this coimminittee, trusting it will His defences were very similar to those that
not be treated in the humiliating and igiioiiiiniois cropped up on another important occasion to which
inanner proposed by the hon. nemuber for South the ries of this House will not allow me more
Norfolk, but that it will receive the consideration particularly to refer ;but when I eliard the excep-
of the conmittee. If there is anything iii the tions taken that the charges were too vague, that
mneasure worthy of consideration, adopt it. If not, they were not. pecitic, tliat the petitioners were iot
reject it, but at least give it the courtesy of con- respectable, and soon, I was very much reninded of
si(deration. t-he excuses offered whîen a motion was male on a

Coîmmittee rose. certain occasion to investigate charges against the
Postnaster General. Alr. Speaker, what are the

CO\IPLAINT AGAINSTJUDýE ELLIOTT. !charges miade against this judicial officer, and hîow
didi the mnember for East Lambton (Mr. Moncrieff)

House resumed consideration of the proposed endeavour to controvert them ? Without quoting at
motion of Mr. Lister this stage the exact language of the petition, t is

That a copy of the petition laid upon the Table of this 1sutflicient to say that the petition was presented to
House fromn Thomas Hobbs and others, complaining of the this House under the signature of a large numuber
conîduict of William Elliott. Esquire, county .iudge of of respectable citizens of the city of London, aMiddlesex. in relation to tie revision of the voIrer-IS9 îist p peetal%-hiliecitix-ies o t fe ithe Lnon, ap
l'or thc Eleetoral District of teCiter fLondon, e torth petition which contained on its face the most spe-
with furnisled him for his information and to enable him cîtie charges that could be very well franied. I
to make such statenient or answer to the charges therein fail to understand how the English lanîguage could
conaimîed as lie may deem proper, and that the said peti-·f
tion and any sueh answer as the said judge may make b c , IoreaqLtenis for the description of the
referred to a special committee oftthis liouse, to enquire offences. 'ihe offenices set forth im that petition
into the truith of the several allegations therein, with a are, that this judge was partisan in the discharge
view of finding whe.ther such charges should be investi- of lis duties, and acted in a partisani manner,gated by a commission. that he publicly denounced a certalin political

Mr. 31ULOCK. The petition whiclh was laid party in the city of London, that lie pub-
upon the Table of this House on the 30th of March licly stated that ineans would be found
laSt, contains certain grave charges reflecting upon i for seating MIr. Carling ; that this judge pending
the conduct of a dignitary in the service of this the determination of this question, pending the
country, the judge of the County Court of the election, and prior to his giving judgment, wrote
County of Middilesex, not strictly iii his capacity inflaininatory or partisan articles and published
as a Coimty Court judge but in his capacity as a them in the press of the city of London ; that all
judge interpreting the Franchise Act. That these things were doue by himi wbilst he was
petition received due publicity through the jour- seized of this question in his juiicial capacity, and
nals of this country. It was endeavoured at an jibound as a man of honour to adîminister justice in-
early date to bring it to the attention of this partially between the two parties, and so far
House in order that the serious charges involved ini as any action on his part went, to keep his miind
it night at the earliest possible moment receive judicially unhiassed, and in an unprejudiced condi-
that cousideration which they demanded ; but for ' tion. That is the simple statemuent contained in
certaini reasons, which appear to justify the Ad- the petition, those are the charges that are mnade
iiiministration iii taking the course they did, or ini against this official; andJ. suppose the lion. mem-
coisequeice of a ruling which hardly seemed to be I ber for East Lamîbton, being the one, perhaps, of
in lharmnony with precedient, but to which the HNouse i all others in this House, miiost deeply concernied in

notwithstandingbowed subnissively, the considera- 1 presenting the best face of the case on behualf of
tion of the petition was not given that priority to j the judge, has advanced the best arguments pos-
wvhich its importance entitled it, and through the sible why there should not be an enquiry r I,.)
tedious process of postponemnent, whiclh the rules of . would remind the bon. gentiemuan and tlhis douse
this House require, it is now approaching almnost ithat the petition in question does not ask that the
the close of the session before one of the mlost ! jhdge be convicted at this stage ; the motion asks
serious charges that could be broughît before Par- nothing of that kind. The motion in question is
liamnent is investigated. The Government is re- c couched iii the mnost temperate lnguage, and I
sposible in this regard. The Government had it think presents a very fair proposition to this
in its own power, by acquiescence, to allow this House ; that Motion is that in view of these
motion to be entertained at an earlier date, adi charges made in this House, accredited, as they
after succeeding in having it postponed to this late are by the petitioners in question, these charges
hour, I would fnot be surprised to find them coin- are of that serious character that the House
plain that the lateness of the session is a sufficient would not be jistified iii passing thmem by in
reason for dismissing the application. I anm sur- silence, but should call upon the official in ques-
prised that up to this moment, notwithstanding tion to mnake answer to thei, if an answer he
the great publicity that bas been gi-en to this i can mnake. That is a fair proposition, and that is
petition, an the charges involved, not one person one of the least of the duties that this House can
in this House, or out of it, has been found cour- discharge under the circumstances. Now, what
ageous or rash enough to give a denial to the were the objections offered by the bon. inember for
charges. They standC before the country to-day East Lambton? He stated that in connection with
uncontradicted by any one in the House or out of the London election the only disgraceful thing lie
it ; and if ever thtere' was a confession of weakiess could discover was the action of the Liberal press.
it was furnislhed by the hon. gentleman on the Instead of confining hinself to defending the ac-
other side of the Hotuse whlo bas ventured to defend cused, he endeavours, I presume fron tactical
the action of the judge, and who, I suppose, ran- motives, to carry the war into Africa, to raise somte
sacked all possible resources of ingenuity in order irrelevant issue, with a view to diverting attention
to discover reasons for denying this application. from the motion itself. I am not aware that the
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