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\tvo obtained '.herm. my hon.

end or his ogi;)’nent‘ _His oppon-
Speaker, was

ely to havée obtalned

those votes. Then who conspired to

candidate, of -votes? Was it the' Gov-
ernment that conspired to deprive the
Government candidate of his votes, or

foré me gave their ~evidence id a
slulght!orwnd m:nner. and  their
e ’

g “ i o

A1 50 iy

fecily well"thiey wbuldl be-cousited, 1t
they went as’ the m“gon:&ﬂ, 'inta‘d
*thmem mni‘&:“tthis commernit on d;sw*~ :
‘ﬂcek'& whé tﬁtlﬂed befoie him
-} deprive his opponeént, the Government {' &

\ M. Justice

“fle officers Eive wore cnmlned ‘be-

a

‘while under

was there m!krepmenuuon. as was
stated by the ‘Minister of the Imerior
(Mr. Meighen) in di ing this mat-

and ;]

al the last momen
dehate, being anxious only to get his
one-sided story published in the press
withmit the reply of Mr. Meighen or
members of the Government
~1-1e of the House. He was frustrated
} ver, and the following trenchant!
asite of Mr. Preston and his Lib-|

', 3. W. Edwards of Frontenac
ter Afr. Archambault tried to kill the
chaic by a four hours’ speech, a re-

I o an eighteen months’ old inves-
fion in which he had been badly
e ,¢

ther
T

‘-!R EDWARDB (Frontenac): Mr.

3 I am sure the many friends
£ xeahl member ' for Chambly-

; neres (Mr. Archambault) will be
#lad to see that his health is in the
exeellept state that he has shown it
be in tonight. He has held the at-

n of .the House, more or less,

the last four ho in an endeavor

ter—a distinet and definite propagan: Ped ‘their geod faith and that
‘da of misrepresentation to mislead

voters and to try and get them to
place their votes in constituencies
where the parties responsible kmnew
those votes would be discarded and
could not be counted.

In regard to the charge that there
was a conspiracy to rob soldiers of

éross examination and ‘the reasons
they gave for thei ranswers establish-

honestly believed they had the right
to answer questions 6,7, and § as]
they did. That disposes of the chatge
of perjury against the officers.
::iv opinion these chu'gee are unfound-

they

‘In

1et me’ add to' that, Sir. tlris funner

their vote, what do the facts show?
That because of the propaganda.. of
this man Preston, and = others who
were backing him up, some fifty thou-
sand odd of these soldier votes were
discarded. That was because the sol«
diers were misled by a definite prop-
aganda intended to mislead them. Now
what was the reason for that? Be-
cause hon..gentlemen opposite, Lauri-
er candidates in the Dominion of Can-
ada in 1917, knew perfectly well that
they stood a mighty poor show of
getting very many of the soldier yot-
es. There is where your conspiracy
comes in, and that conspiracy worked
out definitely to the advantage of hon.
gentlemen opposite. May I be permif-
ted to call attention to this fact;! my
hon. friend in the four hours during
which he spoke was dealing with
what? He was dealing with the vote

t

C

ke out a case. Now I would not

to aa,y anything uncompliment

out my hon. friend, and I could not
!Lal he had a good case without

¢ mncomplimentary to him. Had'

«d & strong case, my hon. |

: flicient _ ability to have
pr esemou ihe s ength of that case’in
much ¢ ﬂg Lh.m four hours. The
weakness of the hon. gentleman’s case
is shown by the length of time which
hie has spent in picking out shreds
and 'patches from the evidence taken
by Mr. Justice Maclennen. I have
heard that it is a custom or rule am-
st law)ers—not having the privil-

ze bf being a member of that learn-
i prefission 1 am not able to speak
to iis tiuth—that when a lawyer
the worst of it in a ease it has

s been regarded as his time-hon-
privilege to go down to the near-
tavern and abuse the judge who

: the decision against him. Hon.
zenilemmen who belong  to the legal
proiession will: know whether or not
here ever was-such a custom:  Of
rse my hon. friend could not fol-
that course in the province of On-

ie probably availed himself of

i > in the province of Que-
decision. was given by

Taclennan, but as to that

But he has certainly
L& privilege of ab
oe in language as
"~ of this House will
judge saw fit to

el of
g the jus

rong . as -the

i8¢

14t

C..... against him.
HAaMBAULT: Will the hon.
an allow me to put a ques-
FEI'WARDS: My hon. friend
ve to possess his soul in pati-

ARCHAMBAULT: Perhaps it
case of following my hon.
vxample in his attacks upon

harics Fitzpatrick.
WARDS: I am very pleased
hat my hon. friend has pot ex-
! a1l his youthful vigor in the
e which he has devoted to this

. ARCHAMBAULT:

¥, EDWARDS: If my hon. friend
finde his vigor boiling over and can-
not repress it, let him avail himself
of some future occasion to introduce
a wesohution’ of impeachment which
will #i¥: him a further opportunity to
“pend another half or three-quarters
day in airing his eloquence in
House. It is mot an unknown

1t is early

Dlupnolnud “Litigant,
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it s not an unknown thmg of course
or lawyers, when they get the worst
oi a case, to spend some time in ab-
using. the .counsel or even
mtlng rg(l upon the judge who

rd ct against them. My
hon. lend succeeded in convinc.
ing ?i.y M
mistake when be made charges

in
n

@ a " ver

given against him, and now he is ad
ve to the House and to the
country that he feels very sore indeed
hecause of that - décision, my hon.
ruiul in the course of ' his
. stated. that = some
491 goldiers A or '  pre
sented themselves to. vote, at the poll
in qm ‘The returns of the gen:
eral . show .shlt there were on-
ly 187 that constitu-
ency tol -\-m for my hon. friend
¢ I for his . ent, The.differ-
¢ € 491 is 354 gol-
mun have been dis-
I end labored for
case, to show

icy when the ev- |,

that they had
of Canada.

turnishes fig-
i votes

ary | which is the subject of debate today

| vote in Canada was practically the

! polled overseas. However, before I

first place, and that he rushed!
ere angels fear to tread, in mak-!
ing charges. Having rushed in ratherivote was new in Canada, and it was
nurrledly in the making of those|apundantly proved in the inquiry that
charges he naturally had the decision| there_was a widespread conviction

here in Canada. But the telegram |
‘has reference to the overseas vote.
My hon. friend’s share of the soldier

same as his share of the soldier vote|

leave this matter, I wish to quote for
the benefit of the House, and to place
on Hansard, a few words from the
judgment of Mr. Justice Maclennan,
who investigated the charges made by |
the hon. member (Mr. Archambaull)
who has just taken his seat.

The Judge’s Finding.

Mr. Justice Maclennan dealing with
this matter, states in his report as fol-
lows:

This investigation was in
quence of representations—

conse-

The hon. judge is very kind in us-
ing the word “representations.” . He
might have affixed another s;llable
there, I think.

o

—made by Mr. Joseph Archambaulf,
member of Parliament, for the elect-
oral district of Chambly and Verc!;er-
es, to the House of Conimons on 22nd
May, 1918, alleging that certain mili-
tary .officers at the, Barracks of -the
kncineers’ Training Depot in St
John in the Province of Quebec, on
17th” Decerniber, 1917, -and previously
thereto in ‘connection with the gener-
al election held on that date, commit-
ted perjury and were guilty of other
misconduct whereby certain military
voters, being members of said Ein -
gineers’ Training Depot, were alleg-
ed to have been ‘induced to commit
perjury by falsely representing them-
selves upon oath to be unable to spe-
cify, or dtate in what place, or places, !
or electoral districts in Canada they
had resided at any time,. or en-
their appointment, enlistment, or en-
rolment, or calling out on active ser-
vice, for the purpose of having their
votes applied to the electoral district
of Chambly and Vercheres pursuant to
the Military Voters Act, .1917.

That is what the Judge was called
upon to investigate. I am not going
to again place on Hansard many of
the statements which have been quot-
ed by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Arch-
ambault), but I want to quote .this
pasasge. The hon. Judge says:

About one-half of the officers of the
Engineers’ Training Depot who yoted
.at the general election had 1eft oh ser-
vice overseas before Mr. Archambault
had made his charges of perjury in
the House of Commons and are still
absent from Canada. All the remain-
ing officers were brought before tie
and subjected to an exhaustiye cross-
examination by able and skilful Coun-
sel selected by Mr. Archambault. Sev-
eral of the officers who appeared had
never before and none of them knew
miuch about electoral districts. They
weére not politicians or polﬂlcal work-
ers.

The right or soldiers as such to

among not. only military: voters but
civilians that every military voteri:ad
a right fo apply his, or her vote wher-
ever he or she saw fit.

The G

~Why, Mr. Speaker, is there .any
doubt in regard to that? Is there any
doubt q,u th&nﬂm -of the
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judge’s report:

cireles was that the questions could
be answered in-the’ manner ‘sugges
.“The men read the Mom.rea.l!‘*e‘-‘t in this

{

ed.
papers and were greatly interested in
the result of ‘the election. Mr. Rain-
ville’s public caréer an ‘dhis stand on the Soldier vote so far asithe movince
the ifmportant ' question before

Maelennan, Mr. Speaker.
not As my hon. friend (Mr. Archam-
bault) would liké'it to be.
frlend picks passages’ here and there
from the evidence and asks this House

vote overseas?
position, then we will allow to each of
these four candidates the same pro-,the civil vote, So that he éould credi
portion of the vote polled overseas as ‘the whole 'soldier vote, 1,082;' to 'hit
that which he received of the Soldier OPponent, and still ‘come’ i with
vote polled in Canada, and we will
hand to their opponents all the soldier frue of the m
votes polled overseas.bver and above; The only mémber of this House whc
that proportion.
these Tour candidates still has a seat Seas soldier‘vetes than he received o,
in this'House, and has it by handsome the home vote'was the’member; fo:
majority. More than that; each could Frovercher .(Mr. Molloy) !+ A
«{afford (o'give to his opponent several Minister of the Interior mmtod out.
hupdred soldier votes, and still hold the “meémber for  Proveneheér mas
his seatsin this House. Where, then, thank his stars that W. T% R. Preston
is there, so far as Ontariois concern. @0d’50Me of ‘the other

votes

dedt nﬁ:n !“mn it there
fn%nll dn_of

tat t at the of the

There is'a further circumstance that
he prevailing impression in military

Ty with them
.charge or insinua-
tion which has . been made by the hon.

membe

’[‘here is no sgli-la ‘member of
this House I e pro\dnce of Que-
enced i nany way by the soldier vote,
Every member £
seat in this ouse absolutely regard-
less ‘of the soldier voie. Kvery mem-
ber from the ?rovhwe of Quebse could

ountry met with their 'approval.

There were no improper inducements
representations, suggestions or other
misconduct by the officers or any of
them ' to influence any non-commission-
officer ‘or man to commit perjury by
giving false answers to the questlons

have given his whale soldier vate to
his opponent.and still have held his
Howua. .In.ibe face of
these facts, how can hop. gentlemen
argue that there wah m:wpu'.mun of

the of Quebec is concerned? .

I have dealt with Oatario and Que-
bec, whose representation comprises
147 out of the 235 members of the
House of Commons. I now pass on
to. Nova Scotia. ~In that province
there were five of the present jnem-
bers of the House whose seals were

on thé€ envelopes, and the non
sioned officers and men who appeared
and wére examined did not, in my op-

nion, commit perjury in connection

with ‘their answers. The charges or
perjury an’'dsubornation of perjury are
unfounded.

That is the judgment of Mr. Justice
But, it is

My hon.

to pass upon his garbled scraps and

condemn a 'judge who came to his con-
clusions on all the evidentce, not on
those extracts quoted. by my hon.
friend. ;

Tﬁe Soldiers’ Vote.

Now, there is one further remark of

my hon. friend to which I wish to 1e-
fer, because it elicited some rounds of
applause from hon, gentlemen on the
other side of the House. He said:

Many of ih m%mpe of this Hotise}.
ne y this &oldier \otn

were elecled b

That called forth a vigorous “hear,

hear” {rom many hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House.
has been, Mr. S etaker, a. deliberate
and persistent at empt on the part of
the leader of the ' Opposition and his
followers to get the people of
country to believe that this Govern-
ment is in power and, that many hon.
members are sittjng.in this House be-
cause of the manipulation of the sol-
dier yote. Tyant the attention of the
House, Sir, while 1 refute that abso-
lutely.
man opposite, from the leader of the
Opposition to.hig,. most brilliant sup-
porter ,to question the figures which
I'am now going to give, or to refuté
my argument based on. those figures,

There

this

I challenge any hon. gentle-

In Ontario.

# In the first place, referring to the

province of Ontario, there are 82 seats
for the Dominion House. T hold.inmy!
hand the general election returns for
1917, which give the civil vote for each
candidate and the military vote divid-
ed, showing those who voted in Can.
ada, in the Uaited Kingdom and on
the continent of Europe. To what ex-
tept were those 82 seats influenced by
the soldier vote? All but four of the
meémbers elected from the province of
Ontario, were elected by. the civilian
vote alone by engrmous majorities,
and. of the 4 elected with the help of
.soldier votes 3 were Conservative-Un-
ionigts: and:1 was a Liberal-Unionist.
Is it unreasonable, Mr, Speaker, for
me to argue thus:
fairly assume that a candidate would |
get as large a proportion of the over:
seas vote as he did: of the vate ‘at
home?
man who received 75 per cent. of the
vote polied here in Canada would like-

That. we might

Is it unfair to argue that a

vy ;receive 75 per cent. of the soldier
If that is a fair pro-

This done, each of

her | ed, the slightest evidénce of any man-
pulation of the solguer vote?
.

.
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I' come next to the

f Commons by sixty-five members. By
I advert in this connec-

ter) to
. Postmaster General = (Hon. Mr.
u\)’ l;le said fhat the Postmas-| Sk

the
diverted .

‘votes  to
in

order
re was
_of

g presence

pmv{:ce of Qqa-“4 ;

in two constituencies howa,
insintated

infl d by the soldier vote. but if
we allow to those five:mambers only
that percentage of the .overseas vote
which thay obtained of the wlole vote
and then gixe.the rest.oi the vote tn
their opponents, each still has his ge:t
in this House by a considerable maj-
ority. Where: was .the manipulation
there? -
in: New Brunswick.
Wi Al i A i

1 pass on to the- province of New
Brunswick, ‘. which: is represented by
eleven members.. Eachk of these mem-
bers has a seatin.this House by vir-
ture of a.majority of iheirivil voles.
These, civil.majorities veach four fig-
ures ‘in all seats.but twe; and in one
of these two the majority -was two
hundred aad ‘in the other eight-gix..
Are there any. signs of mampulation
there?

in Manltobl.'n

} 1
‘We now come to Manitoba, the only
province to which this- telegram. par-
ticularly+refers. Theresiare fifteen
[Federal sedts in Manitobai: To what
extent were those seats dpfluenced by
the soldier’ vote? All the Laurier can-
didates in Manitoba except three lost
their deposits on the po)llng of the
civil vote alone.

A Timber Wolf,

Now, how did that telegram go? Let
us see; they wanted so.many votes
for Selkirk. ;
Selkirk polled 4,712 votes to his op:
ponent’s 2,963, Apparently he didnot

overseas. His opponent was a man
by the name of Adamson: Adamson?
Where have I heard that name be-
fore? Adamson? That sounds very
much like ‘the name of a timber wolf
which ranged out through that coun-:
try ‘years ago. This ma¥ not be a
timber wolf, but I venture'to say he:
18 very closely related to the timber
wolf that stole timber: limits right and
feft in this country. - That is where
I have heard of Adamson, Adamson
ymakes complainit about the manipula:
tion of sdldier votes.: Well;" let us
see. It is'the ‘soldier vote oVerseas
that he is‘eomplaining of." Adamson
got ‘4.3 per ‘cent. of the home soldier
vote, so that if the overseas' soldie: |
vote was' thanipulated agafnst him he
must have'got ‘even a smaller percent.
age of the overseas vote. But he got
6.9 per cent. of the overseas' soldier
voté—and if he is anythipg like the
timber wolf, he was not’ Jentitled to
one per ceént. s

Preston’s Manipulatlon;

Well, 8ir, what about Springfield:
The opponent of the :member fo:
\ Springfield (Mr. Richardson) received
only four per cent. of the home soldi
er vote, but 6.4 per cent. of the over
seas soldier vote. Was ' there dny
manipulation' overseas against him? |
do not think so; the figures-do no-
Fshow it. *But the member for Spring

eld had a clear majority'of 1147 o

i
The ‘same is
for ¢

handsome majorn\

received ‘a smaller percentage of over

As ' the

tore
"Tor thé Laurier candidates: g “theis
work overseas,! or my> hom. friend
would ‘not grace this }1onammn ‘his,
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‘| best etpruslng mt Jwag n'
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try belieyi ere. "RHMD‘PW
tion of w(d\ votes oversm or or
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such conclusion. whatever. .

: “Cardtnal" McKenzie.

1 v'vishvnow' to call attention to some
.of the remarks made by the hon. lead-
er.of the Opposition ' (Mr..McKenzie.)
I was very much .pleased with his
gpeeeh in ‘one respect, in that it was
not of the ordipary kind in one very
notable particular. For once in. his

did not guote Scripture in making his
speech, I am sure it was not because|
he could not quote Scripture. I have
often thought as I looked across the
floor of the House as he was quoting
| Scripture “and putting on that pious
'sanctimonious look, rolling his eyes
towards the ceiling, and bringing his
hands together like this as he starts
to quote, that if he would only turn
his collar around hind-side before, half
the members on-. this side of the
House would take him for a bishop or
cardinal.

He looks the part. I am sure he
did not refrain from quoting Scripture
because he did not know Scripiure. I
hope that his failure to quote Scvip-
ture in his speech the other day may
be taken as evidence of an awakening
conscience, that he did really think
Seripture was too'sacred to mix up
with the dirty subject he was handl-
ing. 1 would not say that, if it were
not for an expression the hon, gentle-
man used towards the latter oart.of
his speech. Speaking of the officers
overseas and their endeavor to influ-
ence -the soldier vote he gquotes them
as saying:

“Gentlemen, we do not want 99 per
cent, of your votes; we want 100 per
cent.” That was the exhortation of
‘generals, colonels and others from the
top to the botttom, and for the poor
man who might attempt to exercise
ris own right there was a place to
which he would .be eonsigned, and, of
which fact he was well aware.

May I ask ' my hon. friend to be
more explicit? To what place does
he refer? What is back of the words
he uses there? 1 pause to give my
hon. friend an opportunity to make his
meaning more explicit. I do not want
to draw an inference that is.a wrong
inference. Would my hon. friend tell
e what he means by those words"

Mr. McKenme “Nailed iy

Mr. D D. McKENZIE: I will
answer my hon. friend. I have never
hidden behind :a: bush. from anybody.
It is generally believed in this coun-
try, and we will :prove it if we get a
committee, that soldiers were told
if they would not vote as told by their}
officers they would be immediately
sent to the trenches, where likely they
would be killed;;and where isome were:
sent and killed. : That is what I mean
and that is'what I williprove.

Mr. EDWARDS: That is what I
thought ‘the hon.igentleman meant. /

Mr. McKENZIE: Certainly:*

Mr., EDWARDS : But-L did not want
10 put words-in -his mowh o1 ‘wanted |/
Yin to use the words which would ex-

life the hon. leader of the Opposition|

ur rules would preclude’the exp
u? of an’ opinion that: vaﬂ&‘ﬂo 1qu
tloe to des:
eman's uct
saying:' I do not know whether the

facts are’ exacﬂy as' I present them. T

v|take no tesponsibility in that ‘regard.’

‘He based his charges and-his motion
on an alleged telegram which he does

| not and cannot produce, ‘and backs: it

with the statement of somé man

says he took parl In the election
overseas, but whose name' he does not
dlsclose. Now, Sir, if ever a: case
rested upon'a flimsy founiation, un-
doubtedly it is the case presented by
the leader of the Opposition in his
speech yesterday. ;

Taking Soldiers’ Vote.

Let-us look into this matter for a
while. ‘An election was held, and it
was decided by this Parliament to
give to the soldiers an opportunity to
record by their votes their opinion as
to whether or not relief 'should’be
sent to them. There was a certain
amount of oppesition to that depart-
ure, as every omne in the country
knows. A great many hon. gentlemen
opposite were not very enthusiastic
about giving the soldiers the vote,
and there were weighty reasons why
they were not enthusiastic. However,
arrangements were made for taking
the vote. Certain officials were ap-
pointed. The Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery was in duty bound to fulfill
‘his office in connection with that or
any other election. Who was he? Mr.
Foley, a man appointed by .the late
Sir Wilfrid Laurier. ‘The returning
officer was Mr. W. F. O’Connor, in re-
gard to whom the Minister of the In-
terior read several tributes pdid to
his fairness. which I am not aware has
ever been questioned. Special return-
ing officers and clerks were appoint-
ed, half of them by the Government
and half on the nomination of the lead-
er of the Opposition. In the same
proportion, six scrutineers were ap-
pointed, one of the three appointed by
the Government being a former Lijb-
eral ‘member of the House. Of the
three scrutineers appointed by the
leader of the Opposition I may refer
particularly to one named W. T. R.
Preston, better - known  as . Hug-the-
Machine Preston; and there is a cer-
tain man in public life who may pro-
bably be known by a somewhat simi-
lar appelldtion some day. His name

will have as a prefix, not hug-the-ma-
chine, .but hug-the-machinist. I desire
to refer you, Mr. Speaker, to some of
the propaganda sent out by this man
Preston. He was sent overseas as the
appointee of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, and
it was his duty to look after the sol-

’| dier vote polled in the United King

‘dom. One or two of the pamphlets
whith he issued ‘were referred to by
‘the Minister of the Interior, who show-
ed that the three classes into which
‘that gentleman divided .the soldiers
were not in accordance with the Act,
and that he must have known he was
making a misrepresentation in ' his
classification. . He refers to.one class
as the American soldiers. = Well, we
have no American soldiers. He had
many documents to guide him and
there was no reason why he sheuld
have ‘made any statement that was
.nof strictly in keeping with the truth.
 There was one doeiument prepared for
the guidance of the voters. It states
thal” a.ivoter. includes every person,
‘male or female, who; being a British

Jress his meaning beyond ‘a. shadow
o1 a doubt, and he has Teft us no sha-
low of dewbt:as to what fte meant by:

zentleman  who is possessed of won-
lerful courafic’in coming out from ber
hind the bush, but who' Has not the
courage (o make His oharges o his
ol s

House and theveby jeopardizs his sents
wnd the extra $7.000 he g/t ol off
that the iniputation against the: honer
of ' the officérs over alinrt which hus
just fallen fromy his lips: is m )
judgment the worst libcl that was' ev
o uttered by any nianion the floor ‘of
this House or. outside;

Mi. SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman
‘s, exceeding the amenities of debate
n accusing the hon. leader of the Op-
tosition of uttering a ‘libel.

Mr. McKENZIE: I would be surpris-
‘d if he said dnything else.  Let the
‘hild have his play. B

Mr. EDWARDS: I can give my hon.
‘riend all the play he wants, and per-
aps a little more than he wants.

‘Mr. ‘McKENZIE: Come along, my
Y0¥, come along.

‘Mr. EDWARDS: I can assure my
hon. friend I . may comie alohg in a
way ‘he will not like. *

Mr. EDWARDS: 1 defy my ' hon.
friend,

# M¥. EDWARDS? We ‘ml'soe before
wa get through. Mr. Speaker, if T am
“ut of order in using the word “libel”

¥as thé word that occurred
5

was properly :nllmbldJ 1 eﬁmb
ppasition and

trying to discredit in every

Vham they o

#

Cuvmlng Resort to lhmﬁf

those words. I 'want to say {0 the: o

subject,—and 80 on. Instruction is
given to electors under the Military
Volers’ Act and there are instructions
for the guhlan(-a of deputy presiding
officers.” Military voter' *“means and
includes any=person, male or female,
y-ho, being a British subject,” etc. The
namphlets distributed throughout the
ALountry, drew’ atténtion to ' the fact
‘that’ évery’ voter must be a British
subject; and therefore when . ™. R,
Preston represented, ‘as  he did in
sorie of his advertisements, that vot-

- .05 Were given to American soldiers he

represented what he knew was {alse.

Preston’s Lies.

Now I want to call the attention of
the House to another little advertise-|
ment which was not referred. to by
the Minister of the Interior yesterday,
an advertisement prepared: by this
man Preston who signs himself on be-
half of the Liberal candidates. This
advertisement appeared on December
11, ‘1917, in the Penrith Observer, a
newspuper printed in Wales: - 1 have
ah exact copy of the advertisement,
‘Wwhich was sent back. here by one ot
the returnéd soldiers:to wiiom i
given to influence his vote. lt was

m%h!ng the honordble gen- | who! were owoud

overseas to do the!r

lengthy | sons
on | speech yesterday he melhded by | war—notwithstanding.
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Vote for Slr Wilfrid Im.trl_ T tnd
¢ ; oonacrlonn. s

Theae worda were in big type.
An_hon. MEMBER: Who ammm
Preston"

Preston’s CAmr. "’J

Mr. EDWARDS Thls man Ptotton
was appointed by the leader - of the
Opposition at that time, the late Right
Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier. ‘Inasmuch
as this man Preston has had quite'a ' ::
lot to say about the soldier vote over-
seas, may I be permitted to say one
or two words about W. T. R. Preston? .
In the first place, I think it would be: “:
well for the members of this House to
know who this man Preston is and
who he was. He was organizer for
the Liberal party in the  province of
Ontario from 1883 to 1893. ' - He was .
defeated when he ran as a candidate
in Durham for this House in 1885. He'
was appointed librarian of: ‘the On-
tario Legislature in 1893. About that
time a man named H. H. Cook -
fied that this man Preston had. -de-
manded from him $10,000 as the price
of a senatorship. He not ‘only made
that statement, but he took his oath
that such a demand had been made
upon him by Preston.  In 1896 Pres-
ton ran as a candidate for the House
of Commons in West Toronto. ' The
people of West Toronto knew him as
well as they knew him .in Durham. He -
resigned the librarianship to take
charge of the campaign machine in
the province of Ontario and from the
time he took charge of the campaign
machine it went from .bad te worse
in the way of corruption and scandals
of -all kinds, until the province of On.
tario became disgraced in the eyes of
the world. ‘

He took a very active part in the
election of a man by the name ' of
Macnish in. West Elgin' in January,
1899.. Mr. Macnish resigned:because
of the corruption which was disclosed
on that occasion. Let me tell you one
or two things that were done in that
election. Preston was handling the
gang in West Elgin.

An hon. MEMBER: The machine.

Mr. EDWARDS: He was hugging
the machine and he had with him the
Pritchards, the Cap Sullivans, the
Lewises and a lot more of those fel-
lows of unSavoury reputation. They
went. down on the Sunday before the
election, Preston put on his’ Sunday
air, went to the Sunday school' and
talked to the children. I presume he
had on a regulation long coat,. prob-
ably a silk hat, and he perhaps look-
ed as pious as the leader of the Op-
position does sometimes. ' He quoted
Scripture, spoke to the children, told
them to be good, not to do anything
wrqng, and there ‘were tears in his
voice. Then he said: “Now, children,
there is one hymn I want you to
sing; 1 like it very much; I want you
to sing it ‘for me today as a special
favor.”  “What is the name .of the
hymn, sir?” ‘“There is sunshine in my
soul.” . And so he got them to sing -
the. hymn “There is sunshine in my
soul.” That was on Sunday after-
noon, On Sunday evening he met the
gang; they got the machine lotga}hér
in an upper room of the hotel and laid
their plans for defeating th& wishes '
of the electors of West Elgin, . by
switching and spoiling ballots de-
frauding the electors of their t.of
making a choice ‘at the polls. . The
election was held and after the. elec+
tion, Mr. Preston, not happening to be
in the riding that evening, telegraph-
ed from Toronto to Mr. Macnish, the
Liberal candidate in West Elsln.
follows :

Heartiest congratulations, sorry to
the bottom of my heart I cannot be
with you tonight.

"1 puppose if he had been there he !
‘would have asked them to sing
is sunshine in my soul.”

To be supported by such a noble ar-

my of workers should make you the &
proudest man in Ontario. Shake hands
with the boys for me,

members of the much-ab
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