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WHAT DOES IT MEAN ?

The Herald confesses to considerable 
mystification regarding the present status 
of the Fredericton and St. Mary’s railway 
bridge. As our readers are aware, this 
public work has been the subject of a 
great deal of discussion in parliament 
thjs session, and it is now before the pub
lic accounts committee at Ottawa. From 
the public accounts it is learned that the 
company are charged with §60,000 unpaid 
interest up to June 30th, 1894, on the 
§300,000 with which the bridge was built, 
and in parliament, Hon. Mr. Foster has 
given as a reason why the government 
under their lien have not taken possess
ion of the bridge, that there is a prospect 
of better times for the company, when 
they may be able to pay the interest to 
the government. So far, everything seems 
clear to the public understanding, even 
Mr. Foster’s motive in not collecting the 
interest from the company, but here we 
are met on opening the report of the 
Minister of Railways just published, with 
the ofllcial statement of Hon. Mr. Hag- 
gart, that the bridge is now under lease 
from his department, or the government 
if you will, to the company, for twenty- 
one years, commencing from December 
31,1892. This startling piece of infornQ- 
ation is found on page 240 of the report 
of the department of Railways and Canals 
for 1894, under the heading “ public prop
erty leased by the department during the 
fiscal yeâr ending June 30th, 1894.” The 
space left for the insertion of the rate of 
rental is vacant, and so is that intended 
for thq, instalments paid. It1 appears 
therefore, that the government took over 
the bridge from the company last 
year, without collecting the interest then 
due ; leased the property to the company 
for twenty-one years, without an ar
rangement for charging anything for the 
rental, and that Mr. Foster when address
ing the House of Commons on the subject 
of the bridge, either through ignorance, or 
with wilful intent, deceived parliament 
and the cou ry. Mr. Haggart,who knew 
all aboufl the new arrangements, never 
opened his mouth in the discussion, all 
the time knowing that the bridge had 
been leased to the company. This is cer
tainly a remarkable exhibition for public 
men to make on the floors of parliament.

We suppose it makes little difference to 
Messrs* Gibson ahd Temple,whether they 
are excused from paying interest on the 
loan, or have the bridge free of rental, but 
it certainly is a matter of interest to the 
public. If the government could not col
lect the overdue interest from the com
pany, and were compelled to take the 
bridge to satisfy their lien, why did they 
not declare the bridge public property, 
maintain it, collect the tolls, and gener
ally manage the work in the public inter
ests. Why have they entered into a new 
arrangement with a company which de
faulted ^n paying the interest, and from 
the public reports, do not appear to have 
paid any rentals ?

This is certainly a remarkable piece of 
business throughout, and must awaken the 
country to the rascally character of the 
government in its effort to strenghten it
self in certain alleged influential quarters. 
If Messrs. Gibson and Temple have 
not paid the interest, are they likely 
to pay the rentals? But, stop ; the rail
way report shows no charge for rental, no 
fixed sum for that purpose, which is in
finitely worse than the loan business. In 
the latter, it was specified that the com
pany were to pay four per cent, interest ; 
in the new arrangement, the company 
evidently collect the tolls, put the money 
in their own pockets, and the govern
ment receives not a dollar from the in
vestment. It is like this : A lends B 
money to buy a farm, takes a mortgage on 
the property as security,( arranges a rate 
of interest, but never collects any. Alter 
five years, A takes over the farm from B, 
who owes loan and interest, and leases 
the property to B at a rental of nothing 
per year. It is a fine ah-angement for B, 
but for A—well A in the bridge case rep
represents a political party, a political 
leader, in search of support, who is willing 
that the public interests shall suffer, if 
only personal ambitions are served.

THE FRY INVESTIGATION.

As the Fry matter is still sub judice, it 
would not perhaps be entirely proper for 
The Herald to make any extended ref
erence to the probable finding of Com
missioner Weldon, but to-day we present 
the gist of the evidence, which to the pub
lic mind, shows that Mr. Fry has come out 
of the investigation with flying colors. 
Early in the examipation, Judge Haning- 
ton stated that he did not charge Mr. 
Fry with wrongdoing, and as the case de
veloped, it was conclusively proved that 
no shadow of guilt could be brought home 
to the stenographer. But Mr. Fry was 
not the only person whose reputation was 
involved in the inquiry. Grave slanders 
had been insinuated against the Attorney 
General and Dr. Pugsley, in connexion 
with the wiihdrawal of the Consolidated 
Electric funds from the custody of the 
deputy provincial secretary, and the re
sult of the investigation, besides entirely 
exculpating Mr. Fry, gives the lie direct 
to the charges published broadcast against 
Mr. Blair and Dr. Pugsley. We shall have 
something more to say on the latter point 
when the finding of Commissioner Wel
don is made public.

The investigation brought out seme 
lively passages between Judge Ilanington 
on the one side, and the Attorney Gener
al and Dr. Pugsley on the other, and 
readers of the report will be able to judge 
who 'came off second best. Somebody 
suffered considerably in dignity, which is 
believed should surround a gentleman 
holding a high position in the country.

During his address on the budget, Hon. 
L. H. Davies gave a couple of examples of 
the taxation on coal oil in the eastern 
provinces. He read from two certified 
invoices, on one of which oil to the value 
of §791, was taxed §1,100, or 150 per cent., 
and on the other, a consignment worth 
§1,077 in Buffalo, had to pay §1,538, or 
158 per cent. This is one of the beauties 
of the National Policy, by which the 
masses of the people are taxed for the 
monopolists.

A MISINFORMED CRITIC.

The address of Prof. Davidson at the 
University Encoenia, regarded as a plea 
for the payment of higher wages to teach
ers, would have been more effective had 
the Professor been more correct in his 
assumed facts, and somewhat more mod
est in tohe in his criticisms of those who 
know much more of the subject discussed 
than he can hope to know for some years 
to come.

The Professor’s statement “ that great 
gaps exist between the primary and gram
mar schools and between the grammar 
schools and the universities, due to the 
fact that the minds of the education au
thorities had been possessed of the old 
fallacy that machinery and skill and in 
intelligence are in inverse proportions,” 
indicates not only his own belief in his 
intimate knowledge of our New Bruns
wick schools of all grades, but likewise 
shows an intuitive apprehension of what 
is in “ the minds of the educational au
thorities.” The nice relation of cause and 
effect, which the Professor sees between 
the “ gaps ” and the “ fallacy ” which has 
“ possessed ” the minds of the educational 
authorities, must be taken as an illustrat
ion of bis keen, logical acumen.

If there be a gap existing between the 
grammar schools and the University aris
ing from the want of skill and intelli
gence of our grammar school teachers, the 
fact reflects but little credit upon our col
leges and universities, for the grammar 
school teachers are, without exception, 
graduates of univeisities, the majority of 
them having had the advantage of under 
graduate training at the University of 
New' Brunswick.

Pessimism in regard to the work of ed
ucation can do no good. The truth is 
that in all our cities, towns, and even in 
our smaller centres of population, the ma
jority of qur schools are taught by well 
qualified teachers. Many of our New 
Brunswick teachers are the equals, if not 
the superiors of the leading teachers of 
Great Britain in schools of the same 
grade. There are more first-class teach
ers employed at present than ever before, 
the standard for license were never so 
high, the number of untrained teachers 
employed was iîever so low. It is true 
that the saleries are too low, both in our 
public schools of all grades and in the 
University. If Prof. Davidson can devise 
a practicable method of materially rais
ing the salaries and at the same time pro
viding efficient, experienced, and trained 
teachers for all the poor districts in the 
province, he will have a right to take a 
lofty seat as Gamaliel to the Board of Edu
cation.

OUR LOSS OF POPULATION.

One of the best contributions to the 
budget debate from the Opposition side 
was that of Hon. L. H. Davies, who spoke 
near the close, and acquitted himself with 
credit, and formulated a4 stupendous in
dictment against the Government. Mr. 
Davies dealt with all phases of his party’s 
contention, but was especially effective 
when discussing the loss of population 
from which the Maritime Provinces have 
suffered under the blighting influences of 
the National Policy. “The House,” said 
Mr. Davies, “ had listned to a speech by 
the member for Halifax, who had told 
them he was satisfied with the progress 
and prosperity of the country. Satisfied," 
asked Mr. Davies, in ringing tones, “ when 
his own metropolitan city of Halifax lost 
7,000 of her people in the last ten years ? 
Satisfied, when the fair province of Nova 
Scotia has added but 2,000 people to her 
population ? Satisfied, when the province 
of New Brunswick stands where she did 
ten years ago? Satisfied, when- Prince 
Edward Island has added just 97 souls to 
her 116,000 people in 1881? Satisfied, 
when the wharf property of all these prov
inces has been depressed 10, 20, and 30 
per cent ? Satisfied, when a large part of 
our registered shipping has been lost from 
the seas? Satisfied because a few mush
room manufacturers have been built up at 
the expense of the great mining, shipping 
and fishing interests of the Dominion ? 
How, he asked, were these facts to be 
explained ? They had a loss of 400,- 
000 of their population in ten years, not 
counting the 800,000 immigrants for whom 
they had spent §3,000.000. These were 
broad facts, which could not be got over 
by simply sticking your head, ostrich-like, 
in the sand ? Would they not do much 
better to seek for and remove the trouble 
from which the country was suffering ?

While the population in the three Mar
itime Provinces had increased 110,000 from 
1871 to 1881, no less than 165,000 had been 
drawn out of those provinces from 1881 to 
1891. The factor of population was one 
which determined above all others the 
prosperity and advancementof the people. 
Government speakers said that if they 
had not kept the population at home they 
had given employment to those who had 
remained at home. He would take them 
on that ground, and show that the state
ment was not true. The census returns 
brought these gentlemen face to face with 
official facts, and it was found that of 1,- 
659,000 people whose occupation were giv
en, 790,000 were employed in agricultuie, 
fishing, lumbering, and mining, and 320,- 
000 were engaged in mechanical pursuits. 
An analysis of these pursuits showed that 
some 30,000 persos were directly benefici
ally affected by the National Policy, out 
of the total of 1,650,000 people. The syst
em was unjust and unfair, because, while 
it was a system of protection so far as the 
goods market was concerned, the Govern
ment never had the pluck to carry out its 
system to its logical result and give a pro
tection to the labor market. The laborer 
bad never been protected. The average 
wage of the cotton operatives of New 
Brunswick was 65 cents a day ; was that a 
fair wage for a fair day’s work ? The pur
chasing power of the wage was the main 
thing. If a man in England on §1 a day 
could purchase more of the necessaries of 
life than he could in a protective country 
for §1.50, his wages, though nominally 
lower, were actually higher. Mr. Davies 
quoted authentic figures showing that the 
workingman of Great Britain could obtain 
four times as much in 1890 for the same 
amount of money that he could obtain in 
1820, before the adoption of free trade.

The jubilee services next Monday and 
Tuesday in this city, in commemoration 
of the enthroning of the late Metropolitan 
as the first bishop of Fredericton, are of 
interest to every resident who takes a 
pride in the city and its history. Not 
only is it the jubilee year of the church 
of England here, but also of the city, for 
the same Royal letters patent, which cre
ated New Brunswick a separate see, and 
made Fredericton the bishop’s residence, 
also raised Fredericton from the modest 
name of the town of Fredericton to the 
more ambitious appellation of the city of 
Fredericton. Such recognition as this is 
worthy of commemoration, and we have 
no doubt that every citizen of Frederic
ton, will heartily unite with opr Church 
of England friends in their celebration 
next week. *

It looked like a legislative session at St. 
John last week, with Judge Hanington, 
the Attorney General, and Dr. Pugsley 
once more in the arena.

It is the opinion at Ottawa that the 
Manitoba school question will not come 
up in Parliament this session.

THE FRY INVESTIGATION.

Some Lively Encounters Be* 
tween the Attorney General 

Dr. Pugsley and Judge 
Hanington.

The Evidence Goes to Show the Steno
grapher was Misrepresented.

The inquiry into the alleged alteration 
of Judge Hanington’s judgment in the 
Consolidated Electric Co. case by steno
grapher W. H. Fry, was begun at the 
Equity court room, St. John, Friday morn
ing by commissioner C. W. Weldon.

C. N. Skinner appeared for Mr. Fry. 
When Mr. Weldon asked if anybody ap
peared for the other side there was no an
swer. Mr.Weldon then called T. C. Allen, 
clerk of the Supreme Court, and as he was 
being sworn Judge Hanington took a seat 
at a desk near Mr. Weldon.

Mr. Allen produced the order of Judge 
Hanington. The document was type
written. Interlineations were by Judge 
Hanington and there were three lines at 
the bottom in the handwriting of Mr.Fry. 
He presumed the paper was as he got it, 
and had no doubt it was.

Judge Hanington said he wished it dis
tinctly understood he was not present to 
prosecute Mr. Fry. If the investigation 
was only into the matter of Mr. Fry and 
the order, why, so be it, -but if he was to 
go into the whole matter in reply to the 
Attorney General, then it would be differ
ent. He had replied in open court to 
what the Attorney General said in"~the 
press, and had never intimated that Mr. 
Fry had done anything wrong.

The Attorney General said he was pre
pared to substantiate in a proper place all 
he had ever written to the press.

Mr. Skinner here said if there had been 
any charge of wrong-doing it had been 
withdrawn. He read from Judge Han
ington’s statement the remarks bearing 
upon the alleged alteration of the docu
ment by Mr. Fry, and said his client could 
make an explanation that would make 
everything as clear as noonday.

The Attorney General said the only 
other official .who could be charged was 
Mr. Allen, and he was satisfied he was 
fully prepared to submit to a most search
ing examination. ^

R. R. Ritchie, deputy clerk ot the Equ
ity Court, produced the statement made 
by Judge Hanington regarding the chang
es made in his judgment, and if any 
changes were made in it they were made 
in open court.

Mr. Allen was recalled. Mr. Weldon 
said he would admit evidence as to what 
took place with the order while in Mr. 
Allen’s office, but did not think it would 
be right to admit evidence as to practice.

Judge Hanington was proceeding to 
argue the right to admit the practice, 
when the Attorney General interrupted 
by telling him not to get off the issue.

Judge Hanington replied : “ If I was 
at the bar representing bondholders I 
would take steps to find out what became 
of their money.”

Attorney General Blair replied : “ I do 
not fear you, Judge Hanington. I can 
defeat you here, as I did in the legis
lature. I fear you no more than I do 
the idle winds.” r

Judge Hanington was trying to protest 
against Mr. Blair’s interruption, and the 
Attorney General again declared he did 
not fear any inquiry.

Judge Hanington answered: “You 
brought this investigation to screen your
selves.”

The Attorney General declared this 
was untrue. He had nothing to-screen 
and did not fear any inquiry. His pro
fessional conduct was as good as that of 
Judge Hanington.

Judge Hanington said such remarks 
were unworthy the Attorney General, and 
Mr. Pugsley declared the judge’s insinu
ations were unworthy of him.

Mr. Pugsley asked to whom Judge 
Hanington referred in saying “screen 
yourselves.”

The Attorney General said there was 
no doubt to whom he referred.

To Judge Hanington Mr. Allen said he 
took the judgment to be an order for the 
payment of the money.

The Attorney General here said he 
might have got that into the papers also. 
This led to another tilt between the judge 
and the Attorney General, in which the 
judge said if he were not on the bench, 
he might tell some things Mr. Blair and 
Mr. Pugsley would not like. The Attor
ney General said, “ Go ahead. I don’t 
feel like shrinking into my boots,” and 
Mr. Pugsley added, “ You would probably 
amuse the crowd.”

Judge Hanington answered he knew 
it would take more than he could say to 
make the Attorney General shrink into 
his boots. If the Attorney General was 
on the bench, he might ask him about 
the Leary telegram.

Mr. Pugsley said, “I knew we would 
hear something about that.”

To Judge Hanington, Mr. Allen said, 
when Judge Hanington looked at his ord
er after having heard that the money had 
been drawn, he declared he had not in
tended the words in Mr. Fry’s writing 
should be added. He (Alien) told him it 
did not alter the force Of his judgment, 
and Judge Hanington agreed with that.

Judge Hanington was then sworn, and 
was going on to tell how he considered 
the cases consolidated. The Attorney 
General objected to his going into “ any 
long winded harangues on the matter,” as 
the fact that he had treated the three cas
es as consolidated did not' make them so. 
Judge Hanington said it was a surprise to 
him to seethe additions on his judgment, 
but be agreed with Mr. Allen that it gave 
no further authority than the order with
out it. When he saw Mr. Fry in Char
lotte county he told him he would grant 
an inquiry if he wished it and Mr. Fry 
asked for one, but afterwards it was a- 
bandoned, as the government started this 
inquiry. He thought they were makirtg 
too much of one branch of the subject.

The Attorney General said that was an 
insinuation against him. He would reply 
to and answer'll at the proper time.

Asked by the Attorney General who 
first told him the money had been paid 
to the solicitors on the order, he said A. 
A. Stockton.

To Dr. Pugsley, Judge Hanington said, 
he might have used in open court the 
words added to his judgment by Mr. Fry, 
but he never ordered or authorized their 
addition to his judgment.

He had no recollection of using the 
words that appeared in Mr. Fry's writing, 
and he did not order them to be added to 
his written judgment on that day, and, 
if used, it was only to form a part of the 
record on which the decree would be 
founded.

W. Watson Allen swore that he was 
present on the occasion referred to, and 
remembered that after the judgment was 
delivered, a discussion took place between 
himself and the judge as to the matter of 
whom payments should be made to, as 
the judge had not dealt with it. That 
after a discussion, which took place while 
he was standing at the judge’s desk, the 
judge had turned to Mr. Fry and direct
ed Mr. Fry to add the words or similar 
words to the judgment. He could not re

member the precise words, but they were 
to the effect of the addition made by Mr. 
Fry. He had never seen the document 
since, but remembered that Mr. Fry 
wrote down, or was writing at the time 
the judge made the statement to alter 
the judgment or add to the effect stated, 
and this was brought to his mind more 
particularly by reason of a letter he had 
written to Mr. Pugsley that evening, tell
ing him of the change made in the judg
ment. He was positive that Judge Han
ington had used the words “Add to the 
judgment.”

WHiiam H. Fry was the next witness. 
Taking his shorthand notebook, he de
tailed all that took place at the time, and 
positively declared that he did write the 
words added to the foot of the judgment 
at the express direction of the judge, and 
that |ie l ad made such addenda instanter 
and before he handed the judgment to 
Mr. Ritchie for the purpose of being for
warded to Fredericton. He did not think 
Judge Hanington was in court when he 
actually wrote the words on the judgment, 
but had done so from his shorthand notes 
taken from the dictation of Judge Han- 
iugton on motion of Mr. Allen.

Judge Hanington, on cross-examination 
elicited no contradiction of Mr. Fry’s 
statements on direct examination. He 
(Fry) had not seen the judgment from the 
time he had handed it to Mr. Ritchie for 
transmission to Fredericton and after the 
newspapers had commenced the discus
sion of the matter. The shorthand notes 
existed to-day as they did on the day 
judgment was delivered,and were capable 
of being read by any writer of his system. 
He never sçoke to either Mr. Bteir or 
Mr. Pugsley, nor had they epoken*eUi i in 
in relation thereto from the date '"til the ' 
delivery of the judgment till after- the 
present charge had been made against 
him, and then only in relation to the 
commission then issued.

Dr. Pugsley testified that he had no 
communication with Mr. Fry in reference 
to the addition to the judgment. He 
courted the fullest inquiry into hie con
nexion with the matter.

Hon. Mr. Blair testified that he had 
been absent at Fredericton when the or
der in question was made, and knew 
nothing whatever as to the addition to 
order by Mr. Fry, neither had he seen 
the original order until after his recent 
visit to the United States, but lie had 
seen a copy thereof. The check he had 
received from the receiver general, under 
the authority of that Order, was given by 
Mr. Allen who, he felt sure, would not 
have given such authority had he not 
believed he rightly did so, and the money, 
§15,000 was immediately deposited by 
him with the bank of British North Amer
ica to a special account and still remained 
intact in that bank. He also stated that 
so far as he was concerned, his idea of 
the practice was that where the amounts 
are decreed to the parties, they are always 
received by the solicitor of the party en
titled to the money, and no question arose 
in his own mind as to this. He also 
stated that with regard to his action in 
drawing the portion of the fund which he 
had received, he courted the fullest in
quiry, and if the judge thought there 
was anything improper in the matter, he 
would be very glad to have any investi
gation which the judge jnight see fit to 
make. He also desired to say with refer- 
erence to the charge which Judge Han
ington had made against the official sten
ograph per and which also, inferentially, 
involved himself, that considering his 
official position, the judge should have 
made some enquiry ihto the facts and 
been careful to have some warrant before 
making charges reflecting not only ujx>n 
an official of the court, but on the bar of 
the province through him as its official 
head.

Saturday’s Session. '. '
F. B. Ellis of the Globe, said he had seen 

the judgment in T. C. Allen’s office on 
February 28, the day Mr. Allen received 
it. He did not know whether or not it 
was in the same condition as when he 
saw it, but presumed it was.

B. S. Black, of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, produced some tele
grams to and from F. B. Elljs, proving 
that the judgment was in Fredericton on 
the 28th of February.

Some discussion took place as a result ol 
this evidence, as Judge Hanington had in 
his statement declared he had heard the 
paper was not in Fredericton until the first 
of April. During this discussion Judge 
Hanington declared he was a judge of this 
court and did not intend to take any part 
in remarks across the table.

The Attorney General—Not of this 
court.

Judge Hanington—Yes of this court.
Attorney General—If you had been, we 

would have had a very poor show.
Judge Hanington declared the remark 

unworthy of the Attorney General, and 
not in accordance wit* what he had said 
within thirty-six hours.

Dr. Pugsley declared the remarks of the 
judge were entirely out of place. The 
only remarks made were to the effect 
that Judge Hanington should not have 
made such a statement as that the paper 
did not go to Fredericton until the first 
of April, as the inference drawn from it 
was that Mr. Fry kept the paper in his 
possession for some time, and that it had 
been altered, while as a matter of fact, it 
went direct to Fredericton. He declared 
there had been altogether too much poli
tics in the matter, as evidenced by the 
reference to the Leary telegram.

W. Watson Allen, recalled, produced 
his letter book and showed a letter writ
ten to Dr. Pugsley on February 27, the 
day Judge Hanington delivered his judg
ment, showing that after an informal con
ference with him, he agreed with his 
proposition, and directed Mr. Fry to moke 
the addition to his judgment.

Judge Hanington began to cross-exam
ine Mr. Allen when Dr. Pugsley interrupt
ed him. The judge remarked that he did 
not like these interruptions ; that they 
were not in the legislature now.

Mr. Pugsley — Neither are you.
Judge Hanington — I wish I was for 

about one week, or at the bar, and you 
would hear some things you won’t hear 
now.

Mr. Blair — You never accomplished 
very much in the legislature and I don’t 
see why you want to he back there.

Mr. Allen was then examined at some 
length by the judge and Dr. Pugsley re
garding the procedure in paying moneys 
in the matter. He declared he got the A. 
C. Smith claim settled-on an order of the 
judge without the decree being settled.

During the examination by Dr. Pugsley 
the judge said he never said some things 
Dr. Pugsley was saying he had. Dr. Pug
sley replied, then I didn’t understand 
your cross-examination.

Judge Hanington — You must be very 
dull.

Dr. Pugsley — You have always thought 
so.

Judge Hanington —On the contrary, I 
have always considered you very sharp.

Dr. Pugs ley—Thanks for yourcertificate.
W. B. Wallace testified that he never 

heard the judge give any directions to 
Mr. Fry to make an addition to the judg
ment, but he remembered him saying in 
reply to Mr. Allen that the money should 
go to the trustees if they were entitled to 
receive it.

Judge Hanington was proceeding to ask 
some questions vyhen the Attorney Gen
eral objected that lie was not asking ques
tions but leading the witness.

I
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WE WISH
To respectfully remind you that 
we pay particular attention to 
Dispensing Physician’s Prescrip
tions, and claim especial merit 
for neatness, cleanliness, and ex
ceptional purity of materials 
used.

0. FEED- CHESTNUT,
* APOTHECARY,

2 no 1RS AinVK BARKER house,
Queen St., Fredericton.

Rigby Cloth
—FOR—

SPRING WEAR,
x —AT—

Mar. 10th, 1666.

UMMER GOODS

Have arrived and are arriving 
almost constantly at

LOTTIMER’S SHOE STORE,
Including a large variety 

of Tan Goods in

1 aclies and Gents, Boys and Youths, 
Misses and CJhildrens,

OVER 100 PAIRS GENTS LEATHER SLIPPERS
At 25c a pair, half price.

A. LOTTTMER.
Queen St. Fredericton-

The judge said it might add to the dig
nity of the court, but he did not think it 
was right for the Attorney General to ad
dress him as “counsel,” or as “Mr.” 
Hanington.

The Attorney General declared he had 
never called him “ Mr.” Hanington, and 
expressed a willingness to apologize if 
anybody said he bad.

Dr. Pugsley said be had once heard the 
Attorney General use the word “ Mr, 
Hanington, but he • thought, considering 
the judge had several times stated he for
got he was a judge, the Attorney General 
might be excused. He did not think the 

«title “Mr.” Hanington hurt the judge in 
any way.

Mr. Weldon said the few times “ Mr.” 
had been used a correction had at once 
been offered. He must insist that such 
discussions cease.

James A. Bel yea told of an order he got 
from the judge for the payment of certain 
moneys under the judgment, and said the 
judge did not ask him if the decree had 
been settled.

H. A. McKeown testified that he got an 
order from the Judge without the decree 
being settled.

The Attorney General —Why you para- 
lize me.

Judge Hanington — The Attorney Gen
eral is easily paralyzed.

Mr. McKeown explained that his at
tendance was in connection with his costs, 
and this led to a lively discussion, in 
which the Judge declared the principle 
on which be bad taxed the costs, stating 
he had reduced one bill from about §3,700 
to §1,400, and reduced all very largely. 
The Judge declared the costs were made 
up by consent.

Mr. Pugsley and Mr. Blair both declared 
the statement that the costs were made 
,up by consent was untrue.

Judge Hanington said he repeated the 
statement, and Mr. Blair answered : That 
doesn’t make the statement any stronger. 
The Attorney General declared he fought 
the bills, and he felt it was an outrage the 
way he had been treated. Some who 
only hung on the outskirts and took no 
part in the case got §1,000, while he only 
got §1,400.

This closed the case and Mr. Weldon 
said, while he did not think it was neces
sary to hear argument, he would hear 
anybody.

Mr. Skinner said that could not be done 
today.

The At tomey General said the matter 
should be fixed up at once, as it was right 
th at Mr. Fry’s position should be defined

Mr. Skinner — He was acquitted from 
the first and had only been a spectator,for 
there bad been no charge of wrong-doing 
and it was simply a question of whether 
he put an addition on the right or wrong 
paper. He had no argument to make un
less something was said against Mr. Fry.

Judge Hanington — I have nothing to 
say againtst Mr. Fry.

Mr. Blair—I have nothing to say unless 
something is said to which I want to 
reply.

Mr. Pugsley—I concur in that.
Judge Hanington, Dr. Pugsley, Hon. 

Mr. Blair and Mr. Skinner, then addressed 
the court, closing the case, but we shall 
have to defer the publication of their re
marks until next week. The commis
sioners’ finding will be returned to the 
lieutenant governor, and then considered 
in the executive council, and promulgated 
through the Royal Gazette.
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Keeping up

And increasing our stock. That is 
what we are doing. We have 

just received and opened up 
a Carload of

Bedroom Sets,
Sideboards,

Extension Tables,
Desks, etc.

Also 8 crates of

6B0ŒSBY
tSB

GMSSWÂB!
Seasonable goods in all lines.

WILLARD KITCHEN & CO,
NOTICE.

T HE Annual General Meeting of the Stockhold- 
l era of the Fiedericton Gas Light Company will 

be held on Thursday the 13th day of 
J une next, at four o’clock in the afternoon at tne 
Gas Works Office, Shore street, for the purpose of 
electing Diieotors for the ensuing year, and trans
acting such other business as may lawfully come 
before the meeting.

Dated the 29th day of May, A. D. 1895.
WM. CATHELS, 

Secretary
May 29* ’96-31.

MAY, 1895.

SPRING gGOODS.
r \

POew

ANDERSON
& walker,

(OPP. OFFICERS QUARTERS.)

Wool taken in exchange for 
Cloth.

V
xk. sk. 'k. \R./[x zjx 7jv /Jv TTx

Is ahead of time in Style, in quality 
and in price, and covers the bargain 
field in Furniture that can be reach- 

^ ed in no other way. We want you 
•5^, to post yourself on Furniture Priqps. 

Post youself thoroughly, then you 
will appreciate how cheap we are.

50 Bedroom Setts,

62 Bedsteads, etc., etc.,
In one Car Load of

FURNITURE,
From Ontario, now receiving. 
Prices Fine at

^LEMONT & SONS.

Our Baby Carriages and 
Second hand Bicycles 

at Great Bargains.

DROP US A LINE.

LEMONT & SONS.

Tinware.
T“T

«Tust Received :

12 Doz. Creamers,
12 Doz. Strainer Pails,
75 Doz. Flaring Pails,
12 Gross Milk Pans,
4 Cases Tin Pails, from 1 to 

12 quarts,
5 Cases Oil Cans, from 1 to 5 

gallons,

With a full and well-assorted 
stock of wholesale 

Tinware.

JAMES S. NEILL.

TO BREEDERS

DRAFT HORSES.
THE subscriber begs to anucunce that the 

thoroughbred stallion

C3-A Y LAD,
Will stand for service at the subscriber's stables, 

West end. Terms, $6.00 to insure.
B. A. EBTEY.

F ton, May 29, 1896.—lmo.

John J. Weddall’s,

Place in the City 
- to buy Clothing

for Men or Boys 
if you want

0-0012 0-00300,

At Low Prices is at....

S*?:-* iciî’rS"'*

OAK HALL.

See our BLUE 
SERGE SUITS,
All Wool, Only 

$5.00

OAK HALL.

nin

ha#/ :• mm

felsj iilfl
i'#;

—'HI? _/$?mi- pi

X

Dever Brothers’
DEPARTMENT.

Read our list of different makes of Corsets.

Natisi, Et 300, Cor ali ne, rJ lie 400, <.

Magnetic, Lorinda, French Model,

Ada, Aberdeen, Blanche, 888,

Natisi Long Waist, and the 

Celebrated Watchsprii g '^Corsets.

Also Children’s Corsets and Waists at

DEVER BROS.
DO YOU SLEEP WELL f

m

A MCE LOT 

OF ...

XjOU.rLg'es,
Easy ClxEtirs

And all Kinds of Furniture Selling Low.

JOHN G- ADAMS,
Undertaker and Furniture Dealer, next above 

Queen Hotel.

Fine Job Printing.

WEDDING INVITATIONS

NEATLY PRINTED.

Orders From the Country, Promptly Attended to.

Don’t be Bashful ; Send it Along to the

HEJtALD -OFFICE, CORNES <?'J~EN AHD RIG"::! ôTfî.ETS.

Featherbone Skirt Bone.
For Giving

STYLE I SHAPE
To

Ladies Dresses.

A light, pliable, elastic bone, made 
from quills. It is soft and yielding, 
conforming readily to folds, yet giving 
proper shape to Skirt or Dress.

The only Skirt Hone that may be 
wet without injury.

The celebrated Featherbone 
Corsets are corded with this ma
terial.
For Sale by leading Dry Goods Dealers.

HAND FORCE PUMPS.

JUST received from the manufacturers 5 dozen of 
the Cheat est and Best Force Pumps we ever 

hud, everybody who Keeps house or has a store can 
have do excuse now. They are simplicity, efficiency 
and uurabiiit.v combined. They are double acting, 
throwing a continuous stream, being provided with 
Veto chain beis, oue working within the other. They 
are a protection against fire on the first start, throw
ing a small but continuous stream from a pail of 
water which would subdue the fire. They are useful 
to farmers, la orers, mechanics, professional men, 
merchants and thrifty housewives, in brief they 
will prove a great favorite. You can shower trees, 
plants, shrubbery; water 3 our garden, wush wagons, 
wash windows, do most an thing but pull teeth. 
Grand for potato bugs. Made of brass and tin, no 
wood about them and low in price.

Farmer and Intelligencer copy.
R. CHESTNUT A SONS.

TO LOAN.
1f7An DOLLARS at 6 per cent.,/UU WM. WILSON,

▲pi il 13, 1896.
Registrar U.'N.B.

Leather Belting.
Just Received •

1 QCf\ FRET Pure Gate Tanned Leather Beliing- 
J OOU 1160 feet Hemlock Tanned Leather Belt, 
ing, and for sale at bottom rates.

B. CHESTNUT & SONS.

rSCOTCH

FIRE BRICKAND CLAY.
Just Received from Glasgow :

TWO car loads Square Side and End Arch Brick, 
4 tons Clay.

JAMES 8. Is BILL.

Money to Loan.
$25,000 1
ply to *

O LOAN on approved security, 
at lowest rates uf interest. Ap-

WESLE
Fredericton, April 21, *94.

V.VAN WART,
Barriter

Jewett’s Refrigerators.
WE have sold the above Refrigerators for sever

al years and we know from observation as 
we*I as experience they possess improvements that 

others do not. Many y cars of experience of the 
munafacturers warrant us in saying they are supu* 
ior to any now offered in this or any c her ira.ket. 
The colrij dry air circulation is perfect. We h -ve 
several sizes in stock, together with some Canadian 
pianufacture. Call in and look them over.

B. CHESTNUT & SONS.


