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NOTICE.

is hereny given that 60
date hereof we Intend to-
L to the Chief Commissions
d Works for permission to
llowing described tract of”
bead of Works Canal, in
: Commencing at a post
F.’s S. W. corner,” thence
thence north . 40 chains,.
chains, thence along shore
commencement, containing:
d sixty acres more or lesss
flebruary, 1903,

GEO. RUDGE.
(WALTER R. FLEWIN:

Dy given that sixty days-
end to apply to the Chief”
Lands and Works for per-
ase 140 acres (more or less)-
der Island, Rupert District,
post planted on the sout]:
lander Island, thence fd1-
of the Island to the point
td. including the whole ares

EDWARD E. POTTS.

fent, H. H. V. KOELLBE.
March 13th, 1908,

3. C..

by glyen that sixty days
pnd to apply to the Honor-
fommissoner of Lands an@®
isslon to purchase the fol-
d lands situated on the’
scott Island, British Col-
pmencing at a post marked
prner, thence north forty
fvést forty chains, thence:
8, thence east forty chains:
pencement, and containing
sixty acres more or less.
F. RUDGEB.
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EBERTS BROKE IN
ON THE EXECUTIVE

HE WAS NOT ASKED
TO TAKE PART IN IT

The Attorney-General Checked in Giving
What Took Place at Council
Meeting.

Mr. Duff and Members of the Committee
Satisfied There Was Nothing
Improper.

(Frem Friday’s Daily.)

Before the committee yesterday there
was an exciting scene when Attorney-
(General Eberts proceeded to tell what
took plaee in Mr. Wells’s room just pre-

early settlement of the subsidy matter.
It further stated that the matter was re-
ferred to Mr. Wells to make recommen-
dation for action. Mr, Prentice left for
Rossland on August 8th. This was prob-
ably connected with the letter dated 2nd
August written by Mr. Turner.

He thought that at the executive meet-
ing of 10th August, 1901, Mr, Turner,
Mr. McBride, Mr. Wells and himself
were present.

The minister’s recommendation could
reasonably have been expected to have
come before the executive. between
August 2nd and August 10th as previous
to August 2nd Mr. Wells was absent.

Prior to July 31st when Mr. Brown’s
letter was sabmitted to the government
he could not remember any arrangement
with Mr. Brown.

He could not say when he first heard
of the suggestion of the transfer from
the British Columbia -Southern to the
Columbia & Western. Ife did nog know
whether it was a proposal from the gov-
ernment OF from the company. He got
his knowledge of the matter as well as

he could remember from the recommen- |

cations coming before the executive and
the general talking over it in the execu-
tive.

He

remembered cne meeting in his

tive came there with plans. He under-

stood that there yas to be a large saving |

in acreage by this transfer. He under-
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vious to the cancelling of the crown
grants. Exception was taken to the
statement of what was regarded as tak-
ing place in the executive meeting.

acres.

Fin- |

glly Mr. Eberts said he would not make !

the statement,
The Attorney-GGeneral

said that min- !

utes were sometimes kept of the execu- |

tive meetings. There was a difference in
the policy of ministers in this -respeect.
A recommendation of a minister when
passed upcen was signed by the president
of the council,

Mr. Duff asked if Mr. Eberts remem-
bered the executive meetings of 31st July
and 2nd August, 1901, when the letter of
Mr. Brown to Mr. Wells was considered,

Mr. Eberts remembered a letter of the
character shown him coming befere the
meeting. He could not remember that
Mr. Dunsmuir was present, but he
thought he was as there we
portant matter concerning cha
cabinet at ime.

About ti time he recollected that
Mr. Dunsmuir was preparing to leave
for Alaska. "his matter he thought was
referred to Mr. Turner for aetion., Mr.
Dunsmuir left on 5th of August, 1901.
He had found a note without date which
was in Mr. Prentice’s handwriting. The
memorandum said that a letter was re-
<eived from Mr. Brown asking for an

1ges in the

a very mm- .

+ mendation of the Chief

stood that the saving would be 300,000
That had considerable to do with
its taking place.

the government that these were virtu-
ally British Columbia Southern lands.
The C. P.'R. was well known to be the
cempany iuterested. He thought that
the British Columbia Southern being a
part of the C. P. R. was brought for-
ward as a reason for this transfer taking
place. He¢ made no inquiry as to
whether there was any departmental in-
formation as to the value of these lands,

He was asked if he thought it was
within tite power of the executive to do
this. He said that he thought it was.

It'then remained for the executive to de- |

cide upon the question of policy as to
whether it should be given or not. That
opinion might have been given before the
10th of August or at that meeting.

He had nothing to do with the recom-
Commissioner.
Sometimes ‘- the Attorney-General was
asked to revise these if a question of law
was involved. He was certain he had
nothing to do with this recommendation.
He never saw it before it was made.

Mr. Duft called to the attention of Mr,
Eberts that Mr, Wells stated that the
matter had been disposed of during his
absence or 31st July or 2nd August, and

It might have present- |
ed itself to him and to other members of |

that his recommendation came really as
the result of exevutive action. Mr, Duff
pressed for an cpinion as to thart,

Mr. Eberts said he preferred not to
answer it. It was a matter of recollec-
tion on the part of Mr. Wells and him-
self, and after two years’ time it was
difficult to say for certain what took
place.

Mr. Duff called attention to the order-
in-council of 10th August, 1901, being
executed and signed on 28th August.

Prcducing the memoranda accompany-
ing the order-in-council of 10th August,
1901, Mr. Duff pointed out that there
were evidence of a press copy having
beeu taken of these,

Mr. Eberts said that he never made
copies of any such recommendations: He
did not kncw that it was the practice of
other ministers to do so.

Mr. Duff brought to the attention of
Mr. Eberts that a dim copy of his signa-
ture appeared on the back of the last
copy.

Mr. Eberts acknowledged that the im-
press was a copy of his signature,

Mr. Duff pointed out that it was ap-
parently impressed there in the Attorney-

| General's signature being taken off some
| other documents which had been in the

same letter press. He was questioned

i s+, | close specting i Attorney-
room when he was lying on a couch with | gogp}y ]re\pmt 1g it, but the Attorney
: 7
rheumatism. The members of the execu- | > cneTd
| it could be there.

denied all knowledge of how
He had not spent, he
said, since he became Attorney-General,
a-week altogether in the office of Eberts
& Taylor. He had not even a table in
the office. He could offer no explanation
of how this signature could have come
to be there, and he expressed a .desire
to know how it could have happened.
The day Mr. Wells went to Montreal
he, Mr. Dunsmuir and Mr. Wells, had
a conversation in Mr. Wells’s own-room.
Mr. Wells said he was going to Mon-
treal, and was taking the crown grants.
Mr. Wells sent for Mr. Dunsmuir. It

line should be built by the company
costing  $10,000,000. “The line to
Spence’s Bridge was one Mr. Wells al-
ways wanted. There was a great deal
of frietion in our ranks on the Coast-
Kootenay.road.” He knew that when

wmen in their ranks took objection.
Mr. Helmcken called attention to the
on,” It was usual to refer to
them as “honcrable gentlemen.”

Mr, Eberts exeused himself, and’said
he meant to say “members of the
House.”

It was deemed advisable to get Mr.

up this matter of a line to Spence’s
Bridge. He never heard any suggestion
as to the amount of subsidy to be given.

epen up a fine tract of country—better
than by the Hope mountains. He never
remembered that it was suggested that
the C. P. R. should be asked to build
without a subsidy.

Mr. Wells came back in the early part
of December. “I first heard of the
crown grants being brought back after
the House met,” said Mr. Eberts, “Mr.
Brown told me. He said Mr. 'Wells had
not delivered the grants. ‘I don’t know
that he asked me to see Mr. Wells or
Mr. Dunsmuir about it. I spoke to Mr.
Dunsmuir, and Mr. Dunsmuir spoke to
me abount it. I always believed the
grants should be delivered, ‘and said so
to Mr. Dunsmuir. I repeatedly told Mr.
Dunsmuir they should be delivered. Mr.
Brown was pressing them all for the de-
livery. The House met 20th February.
Mr. Dunsmuir did not say anything to
me at the first interview about any con-
ditions being connected with the de-
livery.”

On the first occasion when he and Mr.
Dunsmuir spoke about this Mr. Duns-
muir did not propbse that he (Mr.

the matter came up in the House several |

Wells when he was in Montreal to bring |
i that my ; !
! stories or that Mr. Brown was implicat-

It was often spoken of as being adwvis- |
able to give a subsidy betause it would '

it. Mr. Brown said: ‘I assure you, Mr.
Dunsmuir, that there is not a word of
truth in it.””

Mr. Duff asked how Mr. Brown could ‘

be supposed io know anything about

this.

Mr. Eberts said he never understood ,
| that Mr. Dunsmuir charged himself and ;

Mr. Brown with being in it. He did rot

. go to Mr, Taylor after the first occasion
| and mention it to him.
! to Mr. Brown about it.
| Mr. Dunsmuir would not tell me who |
t{old him or the names connected with the |

“The first day

stories, I understood that the stories re-
flected upon myself. I never understood
name was implicated in these

ed in -them.

“I told Mr. Dunsmuir I could not be-
lieve there was a word of truth in it, and
I thought Mr. Dunsmuir did also. He
gave me nothing to understand that he
intended to tuke public action.”

He thought this took splace the day
before the rescinding order-in-council, He
was present at the executive meeting but
a short time when the rescinding order
was passed. He was not asked to be
present at the meeting. He got no no-
tice, It was in Mr. Wells’s office. There
were present Mr. Dunsmuir, Col. Prior,
Mr. Wolls and Mr. Prentice. *1 went
down to Mr. Wells's office on business.
AMr. McNeill said the executive was
meeting and I went in. I was not in
palf a minute when Mr. Dunsmuir said
toe Mr. Wells: ‘now tell Eberts what
you told me.” Wells stuttered and stam-
mered.”

Objection was raised at once by Mr.
Helmeken, who said that if what took
place in .an executive meeting was to be
made known that the committee should
know the business of all the executive
meetings.

Mr. Clifford wanted it decided whether
this was an exeeutive meeting, as hither-

He did not go |

cular reasen why the committee should
, have the information,

Mr. Wells arose and explained that
when that conver n tock
executive Mr. Eberts turned to him (Mr.

Wells) and asked if he could tell it to |

Mr. Taylor.
do so.

Mr. Wells said he might

Mr. Eberts =aid that was nct exactly
| the way it came-up. *“I did'not ask Mr,
Wells. I told him I was going to tell
Mr. Taylor.”

Mr. McPhillips said he had made a

place in i

, a great many matters the ministers had
discretionary power.

The commission adjourned until this
morning.

At the opening of Friday’s sitting
of the Columbia & Western inquiry, Mr.
Inff brought up the subject of Mr.
Eberts’s signature being impressed upenm
the last sheet of the memoranda.
explained that Mr. Eberts, after the
committee rose last evening, brought to
the attention of himself and others who
were present an explanation of it. Mr.
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was on the 24th day of October. At
that interview the whole matter was
taken up. All plans were shown, and
exactly what Mr. Wells was to do stated,
Mr. Dunsmuir asked his opinion again
if the government could make that grant
to the Colnmbia & Western in that part
of the country. He said as a matter of
policy he did think they could. Mr.
Wells said he had got Mr. Hunter’s
opinion, and it coincided with that.given
by witness. Mr. Dunsmuir seemed satis-
fied, and the meeting dispersed. He did
not see Mr., Hunter's opinion at that
time, and he did not know . that Mr.
Dunsmuir did.

At that interview there was no condi-
tion attaching to tue delivery of the
grants.

“What was Mr. Wells’s reason for
going to Montreal?”’ asked Mr, Duff. “I
cannot say what Mr. Wells’s reason
was,” replied Mr. Eberts.
Mr. Wells wanted to go to the East on
private business.

The proposition to build to Spence’s
Bridge was discussed in the executive.
It was believed that 1t would be a good
thing to get Sir Thomas Shaughnessy to
agree to build to Spence’s Bridge.

He thought that Mr. Dunsmuir was
sought in order that he might be led to
give his assent to the matter. Mr.
Dunsmuir expressed no dissatisfaction
with it.

Mr. Eberts explained that it would be
1idiculous to pass an order-in-council,
issue crown grants for these blocks and
send- Mr. Wells to Montreal to propose
that before delivery was made that a

He believed |

‘( Eberts) should see.Mr. Wells. The mat-
| ter to his recollection was not about that
time brought up in executive.

He did not know that he ever discus-
sed the matter of non-delivery with Mr.
Wells. Mr. Dunsmuir never told him
that the grants were not delivered be-
cause the railroad would not build to
Spence’s Bridge. He could not say when
he got a reason for the non-delivery of
the grants. He was not given a reason
for the non-delivery of the grants before
18th March.

Mr. Duff asked if Mr. Dunsmuir ever
told him that he was going to cance] the
grants and to go to Mr. Wells and he
would tell him the reason.

Mr, Eberts denied that Mr. Dunsmuir
ever put it in that way. A

“Did Mr. Dunsmuir meet you with
Mr. Brown and tell you he was inform-
ed that Mr. Wells.had been approached
by Mr. Taylor with a proposition which
| has already been outlined here?” asked
Mr. Duff.

Mr. Eberts replied: “Mr. Brown was
not present when Mr. Dunsmuir told me
about some stories that were going
around. I tried to find out what these
stories were. I asked him who told him.
He refrained from telling me. Eventu-
ally he did tell me. I think it was the
rext day. Mr. Dunsmuir usually came
to my office because he had not an office
in the building. Mr. Brown was present,
and I asked him again, and Mr. Duns-
i muir told of Mr. Wells having stated
that he was approached by Mr. Taylor.”

“I turned to Mr.- Brown and asked
him if there was a shadow. of truth in

to it-had not been revealed.

Considerable discussion followed as to
whether the evidence should be taken
or not,

Mr. McPhillips thought that the oath
of office left a discretionary power with
the ministers as to what they could re-
veal. :

A copy of the oath being produced Mr,
McPhillips doubted that the oath was
legal. He did not know that there was
any authority for such an oath being ad-
ministered. There was, however, a
clause at the close which put the dis-
closure within the discretion of the min-
ister.

Mr. Eberts said that every minister
took that oath since the days when Bri-
tish Columbia was a crown colony,

Mr. Helmcken said-that if it was to
be disclosed in one case it should be 1n
others.

Continuing, Mr. Eberts said that as a
result of what took place an order-in-
council was passed cancelling the erown
grants.

He understood the nature of the state-
ment made by Mr. Wells to Mr. Duns-
muir. He saw Mr. Taylor about it after
the 18th March. He told Mr. Taylor
the story. Mr, Taylor was very angry
about it.

“What did you tell him?”’ asked Mr. |

Dauff.

'he question again arose as to disclos-
ing what took place in executive.

Mr. Helmcken thought that this hav-
ing been told Mr. Taylor was a parti-

study of this subject of 4 minister's obli-
gation. The crux of the matter was
that a minister eould pmot go. ent and
say that the executive took such and
such action, but “I was opposed to it.”
The ministry must stand by that aet. In

Bass had been called, and stated that he
+ had made a lefter press copy of tlns
! order-in-council a few weeks o, and

that therefore the impre ;s taken

at that time. Mr. Dulf said that he was
i perfectly sdfstied from the explanatiom

Ziven that the impression had been made
! tiien and not at the time that the crder-
| in-council was prepared.

The sheet from the letter press

i produced before the committee to
| this.

Mr. Helincken asked when this copy
was got. He had had charg of the
documents since’ the commitice com-

fasenced the iuguiry.

“Mr. Bass sqid he got the cx pr since
| the matter came up in the Ilcuse, but
. before the commission sat.

Mr. McPhillips said he had an ocbjee-
tion to raise ag: the Ceolonist puo-
lishing in the preceedings something

i which did not come beiore the counis-
sion at all. He thought that it was
;. wrong to put in the paper that the com~
* mission had sa :d itself i there
was bothing ling er in he ipatter
{ when it had not ssed wpon i

Chairman Clifford azgreed that i was
Lisproper to have inseried that last even-
ing. The commission had ret decded
upon the matter. It had
satisfied.

Mr. Eberts raised the peint that he
did net know whether it was iutccded
that the press shouwid give in thce head-
lines any comineut vpoun the proceadings.
lie haid been 1 tie Coionis repre=-
seiited by a hes e this mo

Chairman Cilifford said the piess had
been watned of this. He the: thas
they would have to trust io il Lonor
¢i the press representatives r exciude
them all together.

Mr. McPiillips thosghkt
mgat have a sienograpuic 1oy

L0 W

the press

Mr. Green thought the rep were
very good. with the exceptiwz perhaps
of the headiines.

On motion of Mr. Helincken the com-
mission proeceeced.

Mr. Duff proceeded to exanmine Mr
Eberts. He asked waat Mr. Eberis toda
Mr. Taylor.

Mr. McPhillips in support of Lis re-
marks as to what wa= allowed to be
ziven out of council quoted from Mag-
nus, in which it was reported that after
the cabinet had decided to put the duty
on corn that Lord Melbourne put s
back against the door and asked what
they decided to do, intimating that once
they went out they shouid all give the
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