
tlM ballots. Th* JaStm w eoaad; I iwv* ttaair nport 1mi% whia
X BMd not roftA to you, tbe temXUr la Joat w (amilter to yoa
aa tt la to ma. Tha lud«aa found that WUdfonv and Caramlavi, anotbar dot-
anmaat buttraaa, bad manlpaUted ballota. had mada falaa raturaa, bad Arattd«
ulantly dafacad and Injured U, and that Cumminsa had (raudulantly mlaeeoat*
ad Kl ballota which bad been oaat for tha ConaanratlTe candidate. Tbe Judcaa
ao found at tbe trial, and tbe Oovamment were urged to proaacuta ^aaa man.
After a great deal of delay they did ao. but before doing ao the matter eamo
up la the House, when they wwe again urged, and I have a copy at the
apaach of the Attorney-General on tbe queatlon here before me, one publlabad
by themselvea, and aent out to the country. Now I do not understand tba
moral obtuaeneaa of anyone who would think that tbe Ooveniment'a ezouaa
waa anything Ilka a defence for theae men, anything like a reaaon ^^y tba
Oomnment ahould not prosecute them. I will Just read to you a little of tbe
Attomey-Oeneral'a speech In a pamphlet prir).>.d by the Reform party, circulat-
ed by them aa their Juatlfloation and excuse. "WUdfong'a case, ICr. Olbaon
continued, ia diflCerent; the defacing of ballots it ezpreaaly mada an offanca, but
no direct evidence waa given to incriminate Wlldfong." Now, mark you tbla
la from tbe Attomey-Oeneral who la aaked to prosecute Wlldfong. The Judges
say ha manlpuUted thoaa baUota, that bP had Umpered with them, that ta
tbe dlacharga of what ahould be a sacred duty, the taking care of the baUota
of tba people of this country, bo had violated tbla truat, and returned tba
wrong man Inatead of tba right man, and tbe Attomey-Qenaral, aaked to
proaeeute this man, aaya on tba floor of the House, and baa it printed and
publlahed and circulated through tbla country in reference to thla aocuaed m^n,
that no dbraet evidence baa bean given to implicate him. The Judges who had
tried the petition, were not trying tha accuaed at the time, but foiud that there
was evidence that tbeaa things bad occurred and the election waa upaat in
conaaquence of that, and the Court of Appeal confirmed the Judgment of tlie

two Judgea who tried it And yet tbe Attomey-Oeneral aays no direct evi-
dence appears to have l>een given to Incriminate Wlldfong. "A proceaa of
exclusion of others who denied having any knowledge of alteration or defacing
of the ballota seema to have led to the conclusion that Wlldfong aa a deputy-
returning ofllcer, must have committed the offence. My view is that further
proceedings sbopld be instituted." And yet be publicly announces before tbe
proaecutlon waa commenced, that there waa no direct evidence to incriminate
Wlldfong. And what do you think happened? Can the people of tbe country
believe it? That In that proeecutlon of a man charged with having manipulated
ballots and switched them, that the ballots were not produced in Court, and
tbe case was dismissed without the production of the ballots. Can one con-
ceive of a proaecutlon by the law leaving out the very imporant evidence, tbe
only evidence that could have been given, the p^pductlon of the ballota tham-
aalvea, ard summoning the men who bad marked these ballota to atate bow
they had marked them, and ahowlng that nobody else could have touched
them but this deputy-returning officer. That la Justice! If we heard that
aald of any other country we would aay what an awftU state of affairs must
exist in that country ; and yet men will be found so tied to their party that
tbey will support the Oovemment that has been guilty of this, that has so
prostituted tbe law by asserting that tbey were prosecuting the man abd yet net
having tbe production at the trial of the very ballots that he was charged
wttb having manlpulaed. Bo that tba wicked Toriea wtao propbastad that
Wlldfong would not be convicted wera right after all.

A •nlce—WbaA did tbsy do with tbe baUots?

ICr. Foy—Well, the Ooverament prosecutor did not produoa them at tba trtal,

that was the trouble.

A voiofr—Tlioy burned them. (lAughter and applause.)
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