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A GOOD REASON FOR DECLINING 
A PRESSING INVITATION.

We know now why Mr. McMullen 
refused to obey the subpoena served bn 
him by the Royal Commission. There 
were never two unbiassed opinions on the 
matter, but we have to thank his brother 
for the plain unvarnished tale. If there 
was one statement more than another 
which the prosecution have loved to re
peat throughout the whole of this long 
and wearisome Pacific battle, it was that 
made by Mr. McMullen in his letter to 
the Globe of July 14th, to this effect :—

“ I wish to nail one falsehood which seems 
to have gained considerable pnblicity. I— 
nor no one tor me—ever received directly or 
indirectly from Mr. Huntington, or any one 
interested in the prosecution of this case, 
any money or valuable consideration or pro
mise of either for Pacific railway information 
or for anything else.”

The case stood as follows : In the 
sealed packet kept by Mr. Starnes were 
the original letters which passed between 
Sir Hugh Allan and Mr. McMullen. 
There was also a cheque for $17,500. If, 
ten days after the close of the session, 
Mr. McMullen had not made public use 
of the copies which he held of those ori
ginals, the cheque for $17,500 was to be
come his. In other words Mr. McMul
len bargained with Sir Hugh Allan to 
give him the exclusive right to certain 
documents on a certain day for a certain 
sum of mqney; but he deliberately voided 
the bargain nearly six weeks before the 
time appointed for the mutual transfer 
of letters and money, and the only 
possible inference was that he had struck 
a better customer in the interval. It 
was altogether absurd to suppose that 
Mr. McMullen had forfeited $17,500 
out of pure love for the “ great Reform” 
Party. It was contrary to all precon
ceived notions of Yankee ethics to be
lieve that the Chicago broker had sacri
ficed a large sum of money for the sake 
of a political faction to which ; '

the inevitable inference, Mr. McMullen 
came out with the declaration Which we 
have quoted above ; and the organs of 
the prosecution forthwith proceeded to 
brag that their ally was as unselfish and 
incorruptible as he was honest and truth
ful.

Mr. McMullen did -not make that 
declaration on oath ; but when his brother 
gave evidence before the Commission 
on Thursday, he did so with the most 
solemn formality known among men. 
He was an unwilling witness, but then 
he was his brother’s brother ; and next 
to feio de se, fratricide, of all things, goes 
hardest against the human grain. He 
was finally and reluctantly brought to ad
mit that he had learnt from his elder 
brother that G. W._„ received $20,000 for 
the breach of his bargain with Sir Hugh ; 
and from his own knowledge as his 
brother’s partner, he stated that that sum 
of money had not been entered in their 
ledger, but that G. W. took a portion of 
it and handed what was left to the other 
three members of the firm, and that they 
u«l agreed to quiet conscience by describ
ing the bribe as ‘‘ current expenses.” It 
is an important matter, and one not dif
ficult of divination, to know 
by whom the $20,000 was sup
plied—but it is infinitely more im
portant to consider the value of Mr. G. 
W. McMullen’s statement that he re
ceived nothing fo/the correspondence in 
the face "of Mr. X). Y. McMullen’s oath 
that he did. If ffrç latter had been a 
Crovemmefit witness, the Gjobe would 
haye at once declared him guilty of per 
jury ; butin the case of a . brother and a 
partner, out of whom the damaging evi
dence had to be wrung, our contempor
ary’s favourite method of- handling un
fa voTrtfcMfr^itnesaes eannot fbe -adopted. 
When McMullen fèëls bound in con
science to injure McMullen, there must 
he solid reasons for the* apt. We shall 
doubtless here be reminded by our neigh
bour of Cain and Abel, but in retort we 
can confidently quote the oase of Thomas 

• ». Willlam. Robinson, of, Kingatoi
The final' destruction, of this great 

«♦an dal has now begun. The chief 
former with whom the whale onus of the 
prosecution rests,- has been upset in a 
statement affecting his own personal hon
esty hy no less a witness than his own 
brother, who was also his partner in the 
very transaction which led to the cl 
The records of justice furnish noi>a 
to this «weeping demolition of the 
amount of character of which a spy is at 
all times seized, by his,colleague at once 
in business and kinship. Mr. McMul
len, according to his own admission, be
gan operations after his failure to obtain 
the contract by attempting to blackmail 
the Premier by means of the documents 
now before the publia He followed that 
op by committing a breach of trust with 
Sir Hugh Allan for the difference be
tween $17,500 and $20,000 ; then he 
filed a series of grave charges 
against gentlemen outside of the 
Ministry, which were clearly disproven ; 
then he violated the secrecy of private 
conversations and social intercourse ; and 
now his own brother convicts him 
of a gross and wilful falsehood in res; 
of agiave featni*e of his conduct. Shall 
this witness be believed 1 Had Mr. Mc
Mullen attended the Rayal Commission, 
he would doubtless have followed the 
tenor of his written, statements. He 
would have sworn, therefore, that he had 
never received, “ directly or indirectly, 
** from Mr. Hunthuztoh or from any one 
“ interested in the prosecution of this case, 
“ any money or valuable consideration or 
“promise of either for Pacific Railway 
“ information, or for anything else.” 
The very first question put to a person oc
cupying his peculiar position is, as to the 
amount of money, if any, which he has 
received for turning infoimer. And on 
that point alone, the threshold of his 
examination, Mr. McMullen would have 
stood contradicted by the “ elder 
“ brother,” who told the other of the 
“ consideration ” received, and by his 
three partners, one of them being 
brother who Shared it with him. He 
would have been a fool as well as a rogue 
liad he gone into the witfieis box under 
such circumstances.

THE BRAT EN FACTION.
The Grit press throughout the country 

is in a state of coma. It was believed 
that Mr. Huntington’s changes would be 
proved out of the mouth of Sir Francis 
Hikcks alone. It was thought that in 
the long array of witnesses which he 
famished to the Parliamentary Commit
tee, at least half a dozen would be found 
who would drive the accusations home. 
But the case has gone to the wall, and the 
amazement of the organs is great. For 
teq days the Royal Commissioners have 
been pumping Mr. Huntington's wit
nesses with such miserable results that 
“ Reformers’* are forced to admit the 
prevalence of emphatic “ Know-nothing- 
“ ism.” Ex nihUo nihil Jit. Men can- 
nob swear truthfully to events and cir
cumstances which never occurred or ex
isted. The deponents come up by 
dozen, Jtud eacfi on patti cmobontes the 
other m declaring that to Ms knowledge 
no corrupt agreement existed between 
Sir Hu<79 Allan and the ! Government, 
that the Government were Opposed to the 
American connections from* the first, and 
that the charter was finally' granted to a 
Company from which Americans were 
rigorously excluded, and in. which Sir 
Hugh Allan was bnt one of thirteen. 
Sir Francis Hikcks, Andrew Al
lan, Hon. Henry Starnes, Hon. 
Senator Macphbrson, Messrs. De 
Bbllefeuille, Hudon, Beaubien, 
Bzthusb, Beaudry, Murphy, Bakers, 
Coubsol, Rae, Leblanc, Rev. Mr. Mc
Mullen, D. Y. McMullen, Hon. Mr. 
Chapals, Cumberland, McInnis, Hon. 
Mr. Cochrane, Hall, Hamel, Burpee, 
Hon. Mr. Campbell, and Hon. Mr. 
Mitchell, have been examined, and un
less we are to brand them, one and all, 
as perjurers, they have cleared the skirts 
of the Government, even from the 
shadow of the indictment. Against the 
oaths of these respectable witnesses, there 
is on record the word of Mi. McMullen, 
who has confessed that he attempted to 
levy blackmail on the Premier, who has 
been contradicted on oath times without 
number, and who is charged by his own 
brother and partner with having accept
ed a bribe to commit a breach of confi
dence. The case would be laughed 
out of a Court of Justice. The rage of 
the “ Reform” press at the unanimity 
with which the witnesses attest the Gov
ernment's innocence, is not expended al
together upon the friends of the Govern
ment. The aged father of the Chicago 
gentleman is taunted with being doll of 
hearing, and his evidence is sud to be 
false, because he frankly stated at the 
outset of his examination that hie 
memory is slightly impaired. Hie 
brother of the Chicago leader of the 
“greatReform” Party is also abused, 
beeaase in the interests of truth he 
showed that his brother js a 
straaRC? to it The Faction raised a 
shout of triumph when the charges 
which involved the country’s " disgrace

were first made, but the boisterous glee
has turned to impotent wrath since Mr.
Huntington’s list of witnesses __
exhausted to theGoverfltaMpf’s good cl«|v

WHAT THB GRITS 
GLINO

It is amusing to read some of 
articles published by American nfl 
papers regarding the Pacific Railway 
Slande^-lncat of them furnished in the 
shape oft*Correspondence from Ottawa.” 
Chicago’s oracle and state insurance 
actuary, George W. McMullen, being 
a resident of the “ Prairie City,” has 

*1 interest to the case. Thus 
many of the daily journals—remarkable 
for their enterprise if not for strict 
adherence to facts—find it necessary to 

interview ” the foiled charter manipu
lator, and to dish up his parenthetical 
‘ * ”gh V or insinuating inuendo for the 
edification of morning readers generally. 
The following choice extract from an 
Ottawa correspondent, which appeared in 
the Chicago Times of Saturday last, will 
certainly excite the risibles of all classes 
in Canada, irrespective of Party predilec
tions :—

During the past fortnight we Canadians 
have been suffering the agonies of the 
damned ! When the sun went down over 
the Chaudière Falls on the night of the 
memorable 13th of August, ever to be known 
as one of the blackest doge in the Canadian 
calendar, for on it the rights of Parliament, 
representing the wishes of the people, were 
deliberately ignored by the executive, and 
another heavy mark scored against vice
royalty, to be remembered in the bloody days 
that will yet be found in the history of the 
Dominion, it Irft behind it scenes of utmost 
excitement.”

With regard to ‘ ‘ suffering the agonies 
of the damned,” it may be that Clear 

Grit correspondents paid by Clear 
Grit Central Committees, to write 
articles for American newspapers, 
have experienced sufficient tribulation to 
constitute them authorities on that point ; 
but the grossly disloyal allusions, the 
almost outspoken treason contained in 
the last sentence of this quotation must 
stamp the writer and those who inspire 
him as unworthy the confidence ef every 
good citizen. Heaven help Canada if 
such characters as these are to be her 
protectors during “ the bloody days that 
“ will yet be found in the history of the 
“ Dominion.”

But it is to the fact that all those who 
sustain McMullen, or who hope for the 

the sake advent of Huntington, Dorion, Mac- 
he owed, kenzie and their Independence-Annex - 
he had ne ation-Rouge-Anti-British coadjutators to 

power, freely use this Pacific Railway 
question to excite the popular heart, to 
fire it with rebellious enthusiasm and hot
headed zeal, that we wish to direct par
ticular attention ; and we cannot do bet
ter than cull a few more choice excerpts 
from the article above alluded to. After 
eulogising Alexander Mackenzie and 
the virtues of his 1837 namesake, and 
dubbing the Judges on the Commission 
“ three of the most corrupt members of 
“ the bench in Canadathe correspon
dent proceeds :

“ There is nc possibility the Commission 
will be able to do anything, for it will hardly 
dare proceed to such length as to apprehend 
and cause to be imprisoned for contempt the 
virtuous patriots who are seeking their 
country’s good by expelling a set of rogues 
from office, and placing themselves therein. 
Should such measures be resorted to, I doubt 
not there would be an uprising of the peo
ple, and his Excellency would become the 
recipient of something far harder and more 
dangerous titan the rotten eggs which were 
pelted^ one of his predecessors in the vice

“ What will be the result of this constant 
turmoil it is hard to see. Some people see 
in it the approaching death of the English 
connection, and it is beyond question that a 
free Canada is not so far off as it was some 
six weeks since.”

This sounds like the old refrain of Mr. 
Edward Blake, during his Washington 
Treaty philippics in 1871 :—“ < is not 
“ the end, it will be but the beginning of 
“ the end.” The Ottawa correspondent 
continues :

“ Bat the people, nevertheless, are won- 
drously excited, and the outcome must be 
terrific in its results. We are now stagger
ing over a heavy blow ; the rebound will 
come at no distant day. It may sweep away 
the old Unior. Jack from our public buildings, 
and put there ins Lead the gallant flag of our 
New Dominion. All hail to the day, when
ever it comes, say /.and thousands of Cana
dians, members of the young Canadian por
tion of the population, join in the prayer. ” 

And “ all hail to the Grits,” say we, 
whose cause depends upon disloyal scrib
blers and characterless slanderers. Let 
Alexander Mackenzie and his crew 
study statesmanship ere aspiring to man 
the ship which has braved every breaker 
so far ; let them stimulate those whom 
they control to loyalty ; let them incul
cate patriotic principles, enunciate broad, 
comprehensive political views, if they de
sire to attain office. Sneak thieves, let
ter purloin era, keyhole listeners, associ
ates of foiled speculators and annexa
tionists are not the men who should even 
dare aspire to guide the destinies of a 
great and loyal people.

MONTREAL AND THE PACIFIC 
RAILWAY CASE.

The Toronto organ of the Opposition, 
having found speech on the subject after 
nearly a week’s cogitation, differs from its 
Montreal friends as to the propriety of 
publishing the Macdonald-Pope letter, 
bnt makes a certain allowance in their 
favour. After saying that the revelations 
made in the letter do not seem so very 
novel or startling as to justify its publica
tion, the Globe thus proceeds :—

‘• We are bound tosay, however, that this 
is not the opinion of hundreds of men in 
Montreal, for whose judgment we have the 
greatest respect ; that where the facta are 
best known and most deeply regarded, the 
contents of the letter arelield to justify its 
publication by men of undoubted honour. It 
must be remembered that the Pacific scan- 
dais have touche* the feelings of the people 
of Montreal in a peculiar way. The chief 
♦Itors reside among them, and there has 
been created in that city a much warmer 
and more earnest feeling by the recent reve
lation of wrong-doing in high places than ex
ists even in Ontario, where political feeling 
usually runs higher than in the sister Pro
vince. From the strength of feeling at the 
moment undoubtedly arose the publication 
of Sir John Macdonald’s letter. ”

Which very well agrees, so far, with 
what we have before pointed out in refer
ence to this matter, viz. : that Montreal 
has a very particular interest indeed 
therein, and that in Montreal the facts 
concerning it are particularly well known. 
The truth is that Messrs. Huntington, 
Holton and Young, with their friends, 
form a clique of a peculiar kind, the 
motto and watchword of which is “ Amer- 
“ ican connection” in everything, as far 
as possible. As a specimen of the doings 
of this clique, we find Mr. Huntington 
down on the books as the holder of the 
preposterous sum, for him, of $600,000 
stock in the Mississquoi Railway, a local 
Canadian scheme, and we find, also, $100,- 
000 stock of the same road put down to 
Mr. John Drew, a nephew of the great 
Wall street millionaire. “No connec- 
“ tion with the house over the way,” 
perhaps. We say nothing against the 
bringing of American capital into Canada, 
we only wish there were more of it in
vested here in the way Americans usual
ly do invest when they come over, viz., 
in actual production and manufacture, 
which makes work for thousands, and 
greatly benefits the country. While too 
many of our own moneyed men seek in
vestment only in “ shaving” notes, in 
mortgages, and in the stock of financial 
corporations, Americans generally take to 
mills and factories, and become bona fids 
producers of wealth in Canada. But what 
we wish people here to take note of 
that the Montreal Opposition clique, com
posed of men with a strong turn for 
scheming and speculation, is the foremost 
in all Canada in the way of cultivating 
American connection in every possible 
shape, and of profiting by it, too. The 
relations of our own Pacific Railway en
terprise to the Northern Pacific, and the 
interlocking of channels of trade now 
going on, doubtless long ago suggested to 
them that there might be a “ big thing ” 
in it for themselves, could they but get 
control. At one time, be it remembered, 
the opinion prevailed among business men 
in Montreal that American capitalists 
would certainly be allowed to take an in
terest in the Canadian road. Afterwards 
it became known that the Government 
would not allow this, out until it did be
come known there was any amount of 
scheming and counter-scheming in Mon
treal, each of the two opposing parties, 
(for we do not suppose there ever were 
more than two), trying to get the expected 
American shareholders in the Canadian 
Pacific on i*s * aide. To make a 
long story short — what happened 
was in substance this, that Sir Hugh 
Allan, from being the better strategist, 
or having the greater command of money, 
or both, beat the Huntington clique and 
formed a junction with the Americans, 
leaving his antagonists “ out in the 
' cold.” If it be perhaps slightly “ in 

advance of the fact ” to say that Sir 
Hugh had actually got the length of 
forming a junction, it will be quite within 
the truth to say that he had, at all events, 
beaten the Huntington clique so badly 
out of the field that they had no longer 
any “ show ” whatever. We think it 
important to direct public attention 
to this portion of the history of the 
case, because people in the West have 
too much fixed their attention upon the 
struggle between the two purely Canadian 
Companies, the attempt to amalgamate

whioh was made without success, forget
ful of the previous struggle between Sir 
Hugh and the Huntington clique for the 
poeaeesion of American capital and in
fluence. Because Sir Hugh won this 
fight he afterwards appeared on the scene, 

•red * work with American eapital- 
if tltia were allowed, but had Hun

tington end hie ring won, then they 
would have made appearance instead. No wond, that, a,-the GZo£ says, the 
feelings of the people of Montreal have 
been touched “in a peculiar way.” And 
for fear that people in the Wert should 
not understand how peculiar a way it is, 
we offer these few words of explanation.

THEN AND NOJV.
In the summer of 1870 one of the 

Messrs. Brown went to Europe, and, 
with better luck than befel Horbocks 
Cocks, he managed to obtain free freight
age there and back on the Allan line. 
With the pass in his mind’s eye, or in his 
coat pocket, the voyageur, on the 6th 
May, 1870, burned incense before the 
head of the steamship company to this

“ Mr. Hugh Allan, we need hardly say, is 
the life and soul of the concern. But for 
him it never weald have existed. Bat for 
hi» indomitable courage it would have sunk 
under a tithe of the troubles that years ago 
beset it To his wonderful energy, grasp of 
mindand capacity for affairs must be at
tributed the assured position the Company 
now holds, audits brilliant prospects in the 

He is said to be the owner of one- 
third of the stock, and his ruling hand is 
felt in the minutest details as well as in the 
tergeet transactions of the Company's affairs. 
Few mes m this world have capacity enough 
to guide snob a vast concern as this great 
Ship Company in the style that Sir Hugh 
does it But he seems to do it easily, and 
have tune left to attend to one or two other 
little matters. Be runs a bank with six 
millions of . capital—he is President
of the great Telegraph Company of the 
Dominion—President of the Montreal Ware
housing Corporation— President of a great 
Woollen Manufacturing Company—Presi
dent of an Insurance Company—President of 
an Inland Navigation Company—and no
body knows what else. And the fun of it is, 
he is no mere figure-head, but the animating 
spirit of the whole of them. It was a 
British American colonist who established 
and gave his name to the first steamship 
Company across the Atlantic Ocean, and 
great and well-deserved has been the suc
cess of that Company. Mr. Allan, under 
far greater disadvantages, and without the 
aid of Imperial subsidies, has established a 
British American line that worthily vies 
with that of the Canards, and every Cana
dian may well fell proud of the achievement 
and of toe man who did it.”

Circumstam i altère

THE TRANSPORTATION QUES
TION IN NEW YORK.

The present agitation across the bor
der on the subject of cheap transporta
tion has entered upon a new phase. Hav
ing started and grown to considerable 
proportions among the farmers of the 
West, it now shows itself among the mer
chants of the East, who begin to think 
that their interests, as well as those of 
the farmers, are suffering from the ex
cessive cost of moving produce. Recently 
a number of the jolly farmers of Boston 
city, habitues of State street and the 
Commercial Exchange, organized them
selves into a “ Grange,” after the fash
ion of Western tillers of the soil, and on 
Wednesday night the merchants of New 
York held a meeting to consider what 
they are going to do about it The pa
pers say that the meeting was not as 
lirge or as enthusiastic as was expected, 
but nevertheless a beginning has been 
made, and the sittings of the Ü. 8. Sen
ate Transportation Committee, now going 
on there, cannot fail to develop fresh 
interest in a question so important to the

ie pioneer in starting the Grange 
movement among the merchants of the 
East, as well as among the farmers of the 
West, is Mr. J. C. Abbott, Deputy of 
the National Grange, who in the month 
of J one came east to show the dwellers 
by the sea how to do it, and to initiate 
them into the mysteries of the order. On 
the 1st inst., on the occasion of the first 
public meeting under the auspices of the 
Boston Grange, he made a speech, in 
which he laid bare the truth as to how it 
ia that railway freights are so much higher 
than they need be. The watering of 
railway stock, he said, was at the bottom 
of the mischief ; rates are put up, not 
alone to pay the dividends upon capital 
actually expended in the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of roads, but 
to pay them also upon capital wholly fic
titious, that never had been expended at 
all. Say that a road cost $100,000 per 
mile, then $8,000 per mile net earnings 
would pay 8 per cent, per annum upon 
the cost, a handsome return. But if the 
stock of the road has been doubled 
by “ watering”—by the issue of 
what is really fictitious stock—then 
the road must earn $16,000 net 
per mile to pay 8 per cent on the 
whole. He took the case of the Hudson 
River and New York Central Railroad, 
and gave the waterings of the consoli
dated road as follows The Hudson 
River, $17,125,800 ; New York Central, 
$31,560 400, making a total of $48,686,- 
200. The share capital, including the 
scrip dividends, is $90,000,000 ; the 
waterings, therefore, exceed the cash 
capital actually paid in by $7,368,400. The 
dividends annually paid upon waterings 
at 8 per cent, equal the sum of $3,894,- 
360. At the time of the formation of the 
Central Company, which was in 1864, 
waterings in the form of certificates, 
bearing 6 per cent, interest, were made1 
equalling $8,894,500. This sum, added 
to the more recent waterings, makes a 
total of $57,676,700. The interest and 
dividends accruing annually on this sum 
equal $4,228,030, and the total waterings 
equal $130,264 to the mile of the main 
line of these roads. Upon the authority 
of railway officials, he said that all freight 
and passengers could be transported by 
railways at one-fourth the present average 
cost, and he had papers to show that ten 
cents per bushel would pay a fair dividend 
upon the actual capital employed in 
transporting com rom Iowa to New 
York. The stocks of Vanderbilt’s rail
ways have been watered to the enormous 
amount of $110,000 per mile ; in other 
words, he compels the public to pay him 
dividends on that amount of money be
yond what the roads cost. The stocks of 
many Western roads, owned chiefly by 
Eastern capitalists, have also been 
“ watered” to a large extent ; and, when 
small dividends are complained of, it 
must be remembered that these dividends 
are paid on a large amount of fictitious 
capital that never has been expended.

At the New York meeting, the other 
night, the question of making the 
the Erie Canal free of toll, doubling 
its present capacity, and building 
a double-track narrow gauge rail
way, for freight only, from New York to 
Chicago—all transportation companies or 
individuals desiring it to be free to use 
it, paying what wonld be a fair return on 
the actual cost of the read, and finding 
their own rolling-stock— came under

and an imposing array of Vice- 
Presidents and Directors. In the resolu
tions adopted, the scheme of double- 
track freight railways is given first place, 
as a remedy for existing evils, while 
the improvement of the State canal sys
tem, though mentioned, is not very 
definitely or very strongly urged. The 
Times thinks this is a mistake, advocates 
canal improvement as the sole means of 
immediate relief, and says that without 
prompt action New York will have lost 
her grain trade while the four-track rail 
way is being built, or even while its 
stock books are being opened.

Meantime, let it be remembered that 
Vanderbilt is already pushing with all 
speed the laying of a double freight track 
on the New York Central, and will cer
tainly open for business in this line long 
before eastern merchants and western 
farmers together have decided what they 
will do. Scott, of Pennsylvania, who, 
though not so much heard of 
here, is probably to-day a more 
powerful railway king than Vander
bilt. will almost certainly do the 
same thing on his main line, the Pennsyl
vania Central, immediately he sees his 
interests seriously threatened. Probably 
the railway kings do not consider their 
interests seriously threatened at all as 
yet, and, having present possession, said 
to be “ nine points in law,” they feel safe 
that they can at short notice make such 
moves in the game as would bring ruin 
upon rival enterprises.

Let them not, however, imagine that 
the building of a new and independent 
cheap freight railway, and the enlarge
ment of a ditch three hundred miles long, 
are the only measures from which relief 
may come to the community. If the 
State of New York, or all the States, fail 
in the effort to make transportation cheap, 
Canada will take the contract, and per
form it, too. We have but a few miles 
of canal, comparatively, to enlarge, and 
the cost is but small compared with the 
great benefit that will ensue.

The proceedings of the U. S. Senate 
Committee, these days, are likely to be of 
great importance. The Committee 
opened its sittings in New York on the 
10th, and will next week be in Boston, 
then in Portland, and afterwards in Bur
lington. Mr. Israel T. Hatch is on 
hand to look after Buffalo interests, and 
Mr. W. J. McAlmnb, ex-State Engineer, 
has submitted a plan for a ship canal 

Oswego to Troy, which it will not 
9 the Buffalo people to hear of, Mr. 

Young, of Montreal, had something to 
say to the chairman on Wednesday, and
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Public curiosity having been greatly excited over the publication of $ir John Macdonald’s letter to Hon. Mr. Pope, we herewith give facsimile of the address on 
the envelope enclosing Sir John’s letter to Hon. John Young, as also ot the memorandum enclosed—both or which have been specially engraved for The Mail

regretted that he would have to leave 
New York on Thursday. The contest be
tween rival local interests in the State of 
New York will be an exciting one.

AS SBBN AT A DISTANCE.
One of the most respectable and influen

tial of United States papers, the Spring- 
field Republican, thus comments upon the 
Royal Commission and the refusal of the 
chief prosecutors to appear before it :—

“ The investigation of the alleged railroad 
corruptions at the Canadian capital has taken 
on so bitter a partisan shape that it is almost 
impossible to get an intelligent, independent 
idea of the merits of the case. Those who 
brought the charges, being of the Opposition 
Party, insisted that the investigation should 
be made directly by Parliament. But Lord 
Dufferin, the Governor-General, dissolved 
the Parliament, and appointed a special com
mission to make the investigation. The Op
position declare that this was with white
washing intent, and denounce the Commis
sion as neither capable* honest nor indepen
dent, and we notice that some of those who 
proffered the charges have refused to appear 
before it to testify. On the other hand, it is 
plausibly, and, for what we can see, reason
ably alleged that Lord Dufferin has simply 
followed the usual British precedents in such 
cases, that he has selected for the Commia- 

i three judges, all men of standing and 
rector, to whom no real objection can be 

made, that he has given the Commission full 
power to call whoever they please and to 
compel answers to all questions, and that 
the evidence which they shall accumulate is 
to be reported by them to the two houses of 
Parliament, which can then proceed to act 
upon the matter intelligently.

“ Whether all that is claimed of power 
and purpose for the Commission be true or 
not, it would certainly seem to bg the fair 
daty of those who have brought the charges 
of corruption against the members of the 
Government to go before it and put in their 
evidence. It will then very soon be seen 
not only whether there is a real case against 
the parties, but also whether the Commission 
is in the temper for making a thorough in
vestigation. As the matter stands there is 
room for a suspicion that the charges cannot 
v sustained, and that the Opposition are

re inclined to use them to raise a partisan 
clamour over, and force a change of the 
Ministry, than to submit them to the chances 
of a really thorough investigation.”

These are views which commend them
selves to all thinking and sensible men. 
Let the Opposition prints say what they 
may to the contrary, the three Judges 
who constitute the Royal Commission are 
most earnest in their endeavours to elicit 
the fullest possible evidence from the 
witnesses ; and these witnesses, it will 
be borne in mind, are of Mr. Hunting- 
ton’s own selection. Should there be 
room for the suspicion that they are not 
doing their duty faithfully and thorough
ly, there would be none others to blame 
than the men who framed the indictment 
and then had not the manliness to endea
vour to sustain it The Springfield Re
publican and the London Spectator hit 
the nail exactly on the head when they 
say—the former ; “ As the matter stands 
“ there is room for a suspicion that 
“ the charges cannot be sustained, and 
“ that the Opposition are more inclined 
“ to use them to raise a partisan clamour 
“ over, and force a change of Ministry, 
“ than to submit them to the chances of 
“ a really thorough investigation —the 
latter : “ It is perhaps thought that an 
“ unproved charge will be more damag- 
“ ing to the Party in power than an in- 
“ veetigation which might result in the 
“ acquittal of the accused.” Messrs. 
Huntington and McMullen do not 
want a trial. The oath is a serious stum
bling-block in their way ; they are quite 
well aware that there is not a particle of 
evidence to sustain their accusation—that, 
like a house of sand, it is already tum
bling to pieces. Bine ilia lachrymce— 
hence, their détermination to avoid an

A NEW WAY TO ESTABLISH A 
CASE.

Any way to make out their case against 
the Government seems acceptable to the 
Opposition, except under the sanctity of 
an oath. They garble evidence, suppress 
letters, readily become the receivers of 
stolen goods, encourage thefts from pri
vate desks, take to their service notorious 
vagabonds, declare that the Premier has 
committed suicide, rob the mail—anything 
and everything but swear to their state
ments. To such conduct there can be but 
one meaning : the conspirators know that 
their case is a hopeless one.

The latest phase of the McMullenite 
game is the misrepresentation of the evi
dence taken before the Commission. It 
is a comparatively trifling error to say of 
Sir Francis Hincks that he “ dared not 
“ deny that large sums of money were 
“ expended during the elections, both by 
“ himself and his brother Ministers.” We 
saw no such admission in Sir Francis 
Hincks’ evidence ; though it is notorious 
that considerable sums of money were 
spent at the elections, and certainly no 
larger on the side of the Government than 
on that of the Opposition, if so large. 
Both parties spent all they could beg or 
borrow. It is sheer cant and hypocrisy of 
the Grit organ to make any other pretence. 
If one side sinned so did the other. The 
organ would be less contemptible if it 
were less pharisaical. We only protest 
that it is unfair to place in the mouth of 
Sir Francis Hincks wfiat he did not 
say..

Passing from a minor to a major false
hood, we find the Globe making this re
mark of the ex-Minister of Finance ; 
“ He also does not deny that these sums 
“ of money came chiefly from Sir Hugh 
“ Allan.” This assertion is manufac
tured out of whole cloth. It is in truth 
the very opposite of the fact. S ir Fran
cis Hincks denied all knowledge of Sir 
Hugh Allan having subscribed anything 
at all to the elections until they were 
ended, and then he could only speak 
from hearsay. As to how much Sir 
Hugh did subscribe he declared he was 
wholly ignorant This misrepresentation 
of Sir Francis Hincks’ evidence is, how
ever, entirely eclipsed by the following, 
which we take verbatim et literatim, from 
the same truthful journal ;—

“ The single fact of its being acknow
ledged on all hands as true that Sir Hugh 
Allan, from whatever motive, with what
ever understanding or without any under- 

* ” for the first and last time, ad-

single particular 
game throughou 
its purpose.

r. as is a . tuegraceiui 
it, and will utterly fail of

standing, foi
„ . __ ■ the large

sum of $358,000, cames with it a force 
and significance that can scarcely be over
rated, and will be found to bear fruit after 
ite kind in due season. Others wonld, no 
doubt, bring down Sir Hugh’s advances to 
thirty or forty thousand dollars, and the 
whole Montreal Election Fund to some 
•eventy thousand ; but Sir Francis does not 
venture on that course, while, if this latter 
suggestion be true, either Sir Hugh Allan 
must be an extravagant liar, or there must 
have been another fund altogether apart 
from the Montreal one, of which we have 
as yet heard nothing, and the extent and 
operations of which have yet to be exam
ined and explained.”

Is it by such outrageous falsifications 
of truth as are contained in this para
graph that the McMullenites hope to es
tablish their case Î To say that it is 
“acknowledged on all hands ” that Sir 
Hugh Allan ‘ ‘ advanced for electioneer- 
“ing purposes the large sum of$368,000 ” 
is to say—well, to put it mildly, what is 
not true. Sir Hugh Allan has indicated 
that he spent a sum of money ‘ ‘ approach- 
“ ing "to this amount, bathe has,atthesame 
time, sworn that the larger part of it was 
expended in securing the control of the 
Northern Colonization Railway, the 
possession of which he regarded as neces
sary to the furtherance of hisown schemes. 
How much money he spent in helping 
ministerial candidates we do not yet 
know, but it is quite evident that he 
spent a great deal, before the elections 
came on, in damaging their prospects » 
the constituencies. All that we have yet 
had any account of his having subscribed 
is $40.000—a sum spent in a single 
constituency in Ontario to beat a minis
terial candidate !

It was bad enough to publish letters 
written in the confidence of private friend
ship ; it was bad enough to steal from pri
vate desks ; it was bad enough to kill the 
Premier—on paper ; it was infinitely 
worse to rob the mail—it is infamous to 
so distort the evidence taken before the 
Commission, as to give it » wholly differ
ent appearance to what the witnesses in
tended. We solemnly protest against 
making Mr. Huntinoton’s own witnesses 
seem to justify his indictment, when, in 
truth they have failed to sustain it ip »

THE NARROW GAUGE RAIL
WAYS.

It must be gratifying to those inter
ested in these railways, as well as to their 
original promoter, Mr. George Laidlaw, 
and the public generally, to find that 
they are in as good a position as is shown 
by the recent annual reports.

The Nipiasing Railway Directors had a 
peculiarly satisfactory state of affairs to 
note. The earnings last year were $183,- 
896 ; the expenditure $114,697 ; leaving 
a balance of $69,338 available for inter
est on bonds and floating debt. To satis
fy these demands $66,336 were found to 
be sufficient, leaving $3,971 to be added 
to the balance at last year’s account, 
$7,630. These results have been realized 
notwithstanding that twenty-three miles 
of the road north of Midland Junction 
had been worked for only seven months 
of the past fiscal year. The engineer re
ports that about $34,000 are yft needed 
for expenditure on capital aooJknt, mak- 

the entire capital $1,600,900. 04
amount there will be held in stock 

bonds $1,120,000, the remainder be
ing municipal and Government bonuses. 
The balance necessary to be provided be
fore a dividend can be paid to the share
holders is $260,000, which the Directors 
recommended should be subscribed pro 
rata by the present subscribers to the 
extent of stock required to form a basis 
for the issue of the necessary amount of 
bends. The annual interest on the en
tire bond and stock capital, when the road 
is completed, will be $89,608 ; and the 
Directors estimate that not only can this 
amount be earned, but $22,892 more. 
The Nipiasing is certainly a great suc
cess—no small share of its prosperity being 
due to the care and watchfulness of its 
Managing Director (now President), Mr. 
William Goodbrham, Jr.

Had it been possible for the Toronto, 
Grey and Bruce Company to confine 
themselves to the road from Toronto to 
Mount Forest, they would have been able 
to make as pleasing a report. The earn
ings on this portion of the line have been 
more than enough to pay the interest on 
the bonded debt. Extensions in various 
directions have borne hardly on the Com
pany’s resources. The extension to Owen 
Sound will be fully completed by 1st 
October. It is hoped that the extension 
to Harriston will be completed this Fall, 
and the further extension to Jeeewater 
next Fall. This road has become quite 
an important one in size. We hope the 
Ontario Government will carefully exam
ine the Company’s claim to an increase of 
Government bonus over a portion of their 
line. With the means in tneir possession, 
Mr. Gordon and his associates have done 
all that men could do ; -and it is to be 
hoped that not many years will have 
elapsed before they will be in a position 
to make as good a report in every way as 
their fellow workers on the Toronto and 
Nipiasing road.

A FEW COGENT FACTS.
Mb. Huntington’s charge states by 

implication that from the first legislation 
in respect of the Pacific Railway up to 
the final disposition of the charter, the 
Government were on the closest terms of 
business with Sir Hugh Allan and the 
Americans, resulting in a covenant for 
the sale and purchase of the charter. 
The bare fact that the contract was not 
swarded to the alleged purchasers is 
prima fade evidence of the absurdity of 
the indictment. But apart from that, 
other circumstances of memorable note 
have been elicited before and since the 
opening of the Royal Comm i—ion. Sir 
Francis Hincks has shown that from 
the outset the Government were opposed 
to Sir Hugh’s American connections. 
Even before the Pacific Railway Act was 
passed, the exclusion of Mr. McMullen 
and*his friends had been ordained. Sir 
Francis states that after the session of 
1872, the Pacific matter was officially 
kept in abeyance pending the elections. 
When it was resumed, the early deter
mination of the Ministry to build the 
road without American aid was con
firmed by Minute of Council on the 16th 
October ; and in the following month a 
policy was adopted, in accordance with 
which the charter was granted to a Cana
dian Company. Sir Hugh’s evidence 
shows that even at his first broaching of 
the scheme he had grave doubts of suc
cess ; and Mr. McMullen was also 
“very doubtful.” In August, a month 
after the alleged sale, Sir Hugh wrote to 
Mr. McMullen, telling him that he had 
no idea of the Government’s intentions ; 
in October he told him that their cause 
was perilous, and in November Sir Hugh 
lost all hope. The documentary evidence 
submitted shows that so far from Sir 
John Macdonald having been tied with 
Sir Hugh’s purse-strings, he peremp
torily refused in July to agree even to 
the proposals for an amalgamation with 
the Macphbrson company, which the 
former regarded as somewhat advanta
geous to himself ; and, of course, he was 
a party to the first determination to ex
clude the Americans,and also to their final 
exclusion in October. The evidence re
garding the attitude of Sir George Car
rier is signally conclusive. In June, 
when the Pacific Act was before Parlia
ment, he declared to some friends. Sheriff 
Leblanc among them, that he would rather 
resign his office thaa consent to the em
ployment of American capital in the 
construction of the project ; and this he 
repeated on subsequent occasions, notably 
on the night before his nomination, when 
Mr. Huntington would have us believe 
he had already sold the charter. When 
preparations were being made for his 
election, he expressly asked his friends 
to steer clear of the Pacific and all the 
other railway questions then agitating 
Montreal, and to fight the battle on his 
merits as a public man and as the tried 
servant and champion of his native Pro
vince. Sir George Cartier cannot 
speak for himself, but the evidence of 
Sheriff Leblanc carries conviction as to 
th^conduet and sentiments of the de-

Theee are the main facts adduced, and 
if we couple them with the fact that the 
election fund was between $60,000 and 
$76,000, and not $360,000 as alleged ; 
that the chief witness has confessed to an 
attempt to blackmail, and is shown by 
the evidence of his brother and partner to 
have accepted money for committing a 
breach of trust ; that his statements have 
been disproved by all those whom he has 
implicated, and that they who can rob 
the mail can bear false witness—the base
lessness of this slander, which is the sole 
stock-in-trade of the “great Reform” 
Party, is at once made manifest, even 
without the mass of exculpatory evidence 
yet to be produced.

BROTHER AGAINST BROTHER.
The Associated Press despatch brings 

us the somewhat amusing information 
that G. W. McMullen is ont with a card 
denying the truth of certain statements 
made by hie brother “ Little Dan,” in his 
evidence before the Royal Commission. 
It is not for us to settle the points in dis
pute between the brothers McMullen. 
G. W. has been so frequently oontra- 
dicted that people will be disposed to 
attach more credibility to “ Little Dan’s” 
statements than to his. However, n it’s 
“ none of our funeral” Let them wash 
their own dirty linen as beat they can.

The Grit organs express their horror at 
the fact that an election fund of $66,000 
was raised by the friends of Government 
candidates in Qnebea Every “ Reform- 
“ er” knows, and everybody else knows, 
that colossal sums were spent on the side 
of “ Reform” last summer. . It cost Mr. 
Stripp a fortune to contest Kent with 
Mr. Stephenson. Mr. Cameron was 
beaten in Peel by a flood of money, to
gether with staffed assessment rolls. We 
might mention many other cases, but it 
is notorious that large sums were sent ont 
in every direction by the “ Reform” 
chiefs in Toronto. The plea that money 
cannot be used under the more stringent 
election, law in force in Ontario is non
sense ; Mr. Brown himself gave $100 to 
Mr. Crooks’ fund in.,1871, but that was 
only a small Grit contribution as com
pared with others.

THE VALUE OF WAFERS.
The Montreal Witness said the other 

day that it had been shown a trick learn
ed in the Montreal Poet Office, “ by 
“ which any letter closed by the ordinary 
“ method of licking and sticking can be 
“ opened, read, and closed again.?’ We 
hope our religious contemporary is con
tent with knowing the trick, without 
practising it ; but it is certain that the 
same trick, or of equal if not greater 
criminality, is both known and practised 
by some of its political friends. In the 
uncertainty as to the fate of important 
correspondence which now prevails, when 
the Governor-General, by all accounts, 
deems it necessary to take precaution 
that his correspondence be not over
hauled by the spies of the Hun
tington clique, some are recom
mending a return to sealing wax, 
as the only sure protection against 
unlawful letter-opening. We think vj 
have jk far better plan to propose, p- re
turn to tjie use of wafers, which tor a 
sure dependence are almost as much 
before sealing wax as that is before the 
common self-closing envelope. We have 
somewhere read that there are experts 
to whom sealing-wax is but a trifle in the 
way, though we should suppose that with-1 
out an imitation of the original seal the 
“ trick" of opening and re-sealing so as 
not to excite suspicion wonld be ex
tremely difficult. But let a wafer be 
well moistened, and then pressed down 
with one of those rough-faced little 
stamps that used to be found on every 
office-desk, let it have time to dry after
wards, and we defy all the spies in the ser
vice of the Montreal conspirators to open 
it and close it again without leaving 
such traces of their work as would be ap
parent at a glance. The only way in 
which such traces could be covered np at 
all would be by putting wax over the 
spot where the wafer is. But if your 
correspondent understands that you See 
no wax on your letters to him, its use by 
a letter-opener would show at once that 
the letter had been tampered with. We 
recommend that the use of wafers, and 
wafers alone, on all correspondence be
tween Ministers and their political friends, 
be made a general order. What precau
tions should • be taken with telegraphic 
messages we are not yet prepared to sug- 
g«*t- m m

THE EVIDENCE.
When Mr. Huntington handed in the 

names of Hon. M Chapais, Mr. F. W. 
Cumberland, Mr. Donald McInnes, 
Senator Cochrane, and Mr. Hall, of 
Sherbrooke, he doubtless fancied that 
through them he would have been able to 
produce damaging evidence against the 
Government. Sir Francis Hincks was, 
involuntarily, to drive in the nail ; 
Messrs. Chapais, Cumberland, McIn- 
NB8, Cochrane, and Hall, one a Minis
ter of the Crown when the alleged im
proper transactions with Sir Hugh Allan 
and his American associates took place, 
another a newly-appointed Senator, 
and the remaining three members of the 
Canadian Pacific Company, were to 
clinch it on the other aide. More than 
this, too, Mr. Cumberland was a mem
ber of the Interoceanic Company, and 
Mr. McInnes of the Canada Pacific. 
Surest if Sir Hugh Allan and the Gov- 
ermnent had had such an understanding 
as xnat formulated in Mr. Huntington’s 
indictment, Mr. McInnes, at least, a 
member of Sir Hugh’s Company, must 
have known all about it.

The evidence given by all these gen
tlemen was important. It all tended in 
the one and the same direction, and that 
direction was as straight from Mr. Hun
tington’s declaration as it could possibly 
be. M. Chapais, a member of the 
Government, had knowledge of all the 
transactions relating to Pacific matters, 
but he knew nothing which would form 
the slightest basis tor the conspirators’ 
allegation. Every member of the Gov
ernment, he declared, except Sir Francis 
Hincks—who finally abandoned his par
ticular views in this respect—was 
throughout determinedly opposed to 
having Americans or American influence 
exercising authority, much less dominat
ing, in the great national work which 
was the cause of so much anxious thought 
and labour to the Government. Time 
and again, like Sheriff Leblanc, he had 
heard Sir George Cartier declare that 
American capital should never be brought 
into the concern. So far as the other 
witnesses knew, this fact remains unim
peachable. As a member of the Inter- 
oceanic Company, Mr. Cumberland, like 
his friends Major Walker and Mr. 
Walter Shanly, had protested against 
American connection with the Pacific 
Company, but subsequently, from conver
sations with the Government, he satis
fied himself that they were prepared to

S’ve ample guarantees that American in- 
îence would be wholly excluded from 

the undertaking. This notion of Ameri
can influence was never the Govern
ment’s. What private individuals may 
have thought, said, or done, is of no con
sequence whatever.

It is now placed beyond question, 
that the Government, charged with 
having sold the charter before the elec
tions, did not seriously take the matter 
np until the elections were ended. In 
October and November of last year the 
leading members of the Government were 
using their best efforts, straining every 
nerve to secure an amalgamation of the 
two chartered Companies. Mr. Cumber 
land expresses the belief that the at
tempt at amalgamation failed largely be
cause of private considerations. It was 
not, however, until the Government saw 
clearly that further efforts in the same 
direction were fruitless that they availed 
themselves of the power given them by 
statute to form a Company to build the 
railway. And here, it is important to 
note that the Company was formed in a 
way which left Sir Hugh Allan little 
more than a nominal President. Mr. 
Hall says he is aware that Sir Hugh 
was very desirous to have another gentle
man, Senator Foster, in his place on the 
Board, but the Government believed Mr. 
Halt, to be the better man, and hence 
Senator Foster’s recalcitrancy. It has 
been remarked upon, by the Grit organs, 
and again referred to since the publica
tion of their evidence, that Mr. Cumber
land and Mr. McInnes should have 
been put upon the Board of the 
Canadian Pacific Company during their 
absence in England. The explana
tion is given by these gentlemén 
themselves. Before their departure from 
Canada, Sir John Macdonald had taken 
occasion to talk the whole matter over 
with them, and to intimate to them that 
in case amalgamation failed, he might 
require them to act as directors in the 
new Company ; and they gave him carte 
blanche to do as he pleased. Against the 
propriety of the selection, the objectors 
nave never uttered a word. Who more 
fitted for the position than one of our 
chiefest railroad managers, and one of 
our wealthiest merchant princes ? Mr. 
McInnes well expressed his own position 
and that of Mr. Cumberland, when he 
said : “ I felt it was a great national
“ undertaking, and that if my services 
“ would be of any use in its promotion 
“ it was my duty to place those services 
“ at the disposal of such a public work.”

Mr. Cumberland did not hesitate to say 
that the country was more indebted to the 
men who came forward, at the call of the 
Government, to form the Company, than 
these men are to the Government. The 
terms, he says, were not “ such as to 
“ attract any one to the work ”—entirely 
too illiberal—“but he was willing to 
“ work as a public servant ” in a great 
public undertaking.

Had Sir Hugh Allan bought the char
ter, as set forth in the Huntington in
dictment, it was his duty, as a clear
headed man of business, to see not only 
that the terms were liberal, bnt that he 
had secured a Company which would be 
subject to his control, plastic to his 
hands. It. is quite evident that he did 
neither the one nor the other. The 
terms have not offered any temptation to 
moneyed men ; and it is notorious that 
the Company was so formed that it could 
not be used to help forward personal am
bitions, but in a way which would be of. 
advantage to the whole Dominion. If 
Sir Hugh Allan bought the charter, it 
is quite dear he made a very bad bar- 

' d. The evidence is diametrically and 
linctly opposed to the allegation, how

ever. The corruption clause of the in
dictment has not a tittle of proof to sus
tain it. Nor can it be sustained ; for it 
expresses what is not the fact.

It is a singular circumstance that not one 
of Mr. Huntington's witnesses who were 
put on the stand on Friday bnt, -lpon ex
amination, confessed to having subscribed 
more or less lareely to election funds 
at the last general election. It is a 
singular circumstance, we say, and 
yetr not singular. Singular in that 
they were all in the same boat, in this 
respect, as Sir Hugh Allan ; not singu
lar, in that it might have been guessed 
by any one conversant with the way in 
which Party struggles are conducted, not 
in Canada only, that such men would not 
have been passed over when a Party 
fight was on. If the giving of money for 
Party purposes is a c ime, then there are 

‘ few meu of a» y means whatever, in Can- 
ada, wh, are wt criminals. We have 
not yet rcarhed that blissful attitude in 
matter» political that the “sinews of
^r’ can be discarded. We could name 

half a dozen men of the Grit Party ii 
this city who would look aghast if theii 
contributions for election purposes were 
to appear in print. It is not how much 
this man, or that, paid to election 
fonds that the Royal Commission has 
been appointed to investigate ; but 
whether the Government sold the Pacific 
Railway charter to Sir Hugh Allan, 
acting with American associates, and 
whether, as compensation for the sale, 
Sir Hugh and his American friends 
agreed to advance a large amount of 
money to help the Government in the elec
tions. It is already clear as the sunlight 
that the Grits have made a great cry 
over very little wool—that the Hunting 
ton indictment is untrue from the first 
word of it to the last, and that there are 
no men on this continent more fully per
suaded of the fact than the member for 
Shefford, and the McMullen who, know
ing most, did not appear to submit his 
testimony before the Commission on oath.

THE NEW STYLE OF PARTY WAR
FARE.

It is worthy of note how little either 
Rev. Mr. McMullen, father of the 
notorious G. W., or “Little Dan,” his 
brother and business partner, know of 
his transactions in connection with the 
Pacific Railway. About that $25,000 
which G. W. is said to have received 
from Mr. Huntington, “Little Dan” 
knows nothing whatever. Of the $20,000 
which G. W. did receive, he cannot tell 
how much went into the pockets of 
the McMullen Brothers. As to the 
published telegrams he is wholly ignor
ant. G. W., it seems, was quite uncom
municative. On one occasion the brothers 
did have some conversation respecting 
these telegrams, but the chief conspira
tor only said that he would tell “ Little 
“ Dan” some time how he got possession 
of them. Now, all this doubt and per
plexing uncertainty might have been 
avoided had Mr. Huntington and G. W. 
displayed a little more plnek and 
toed the mark. That G. W. should be 
so reticent in conversation about tele
grams, is certainly significant. Are they 
genuine ? or did G. W. forge them Î or 
were they manufactured by some other 
convenient .tool of the Dirty Party 1 If 
they are genuine it is certainly extraor
dinary that G. W. should refuse to tell 
his brother and business partner how 
they came into his possession. Was he 
ashamed, or afraid, to say how he got 
them 1 His persistent silence leads to the 
presumption that, supposing the telegrams 
to be genuine, he either stole them or got 
them knowing that they were stolen. It 
is immaterial which he did. The recei 
is as bad as the thief, morally and legally. 
In the eyes of the world G. W. might 
just as well have stolen them as used 
them knowing they were stolen.

It is a fact of tremendous significance 
that the warfare of the Grits has taken 
a shape so contemptible and so repugnant 
to every proper instinct of humanity. On 
every hand they are endeavouring to 
establish cause of complaint against the 
Government on the strength of stole] 
documents. Such is the Grit idea of 
chivalric warfare, that the chiefest 
among the Party leaders coolly sit 
down and agree to publish stolen 
letters, and then stand up in the light of 
day and defend their dastardly act. G. 
W. McMullen finds fitting associates in 
the Grit ranks ; the Grits a suitable and 
trusty ally in G. W. McMullen. Ar- 
cades ambo. They go well together in 
harness. Even a good thing may 
be overdone : the conspirators have 
gone very much too far in 
bad thing. Had Cigarette, the 
brave little rivandiere whom “ Guida’ 
so charmingly describes in Under Tux 
Flags, fallen into the hands of a Grit 
enemy, they would have rifled her 
pockets, melted into bullion her Cross of 
the Legion of Honour, and then taken 
her out and shot her ! The untamed Arab 
of the desert, charmed by her bravery 
though displayed in the cause of France, 
and softened by her message of love, gave 
her his best steed and sent her on her way 
in peace. There is no such spirit, 
or aught which approaches to it, 
in the Dirty Party. Their mode of war
fare has become too low for any human 
beings claiming to be civilized. An hon
est public opinion will most assuredly 
recoU from them in such a country as this, 
where every man, and every woman too, 
is a newspaper reader. Let them violate 
the eighth commandment and the law of 
the land too, if they will : for all such 
vihames there will be a righteous retri
bution.

The great Grit organ calls the Royal 
Commission a farce. Well, perhaps in 
one sense it is, for Parliament should 
doubtless have treated the Chicago rig
marole with contempt. But the end is 
near. We can easily conceive the Grit 
and Rouge leaders becoming heartily sick 
of the mere mention of Parliamentary 
Committees. With the recent testimony 
of McMullen’s brother and the Post 
office outrage staring them in the 
face, their sensitive consciences may 
become subjected to a new species 
of qualm. Never mind ! Let us 
by all means have some committees— 
one say to teat the veracity of G. W. 
McMullen—one say to decide if Post 
office robbery is stealing.

The Grit organ argued the other day 
that Sir John Macdonald, if not, in
deed, the whole Government, was under
impeachment by Parliament. In __
London speech, Mr. Blake said neither 
Sir John nor the Government had been 
impeached ; moreover, that the Constitu
tion does not provide for impeachment. 
The organ and the great constitutional ora
cle of the Party are evidently as far apart, 
on this matter, as in their opinion of the 
Governor-General. Perhaps Mr. Blake 
will now favour us with his view of the 
Montreal Post office robbery, and of the 
conduct of the Grit leaders in first reading 
what they knew was a private letter, and 
then deciding to publish it.

There is one fact in regard to the letter 
from Sir John Macdonald to Mr. Pope, 
received and read as a stolen letter by 
Messrs. Young, Holton and Dorion, 
which should be made the subject of re
flection to every Canadian. That fact is 
this : That the letter was received and 
read as a stolen letter before the nature of 
its contents were known or even suspect
ed by the receivers and readers. The 
deliberate and wilful intention to commit 
this crime existed before these men could 
have formed any idea of a plea of justi
fication. No sophistry or special pleading 
can do away with this damning fact. No 
criminal Court of justice would listen for 
a moment to such a plea. Why then ia 
the Gnt press so dumb ? Does not their 
silence seem to imply that Grit ethics 
justify members of Parliament in stealing 
and reading the letters of their political 
opponents ? If this is Grit ethics, let 
them publish their oode, that honour
able men may be on their guard. 
It would seem as if this political thiev
ing had become an epidemic. First, 
we have the Grits buying stolen letters, 
telegrams, and confidential correspon
dence, and publishing them, for the evi
dent purpose of changing their irksome 
position of Outs for that of Ins. Then 
the rogues, fearful that their allies will 
outstrip them in the race of infamy, follow 
suit. Where next will this epidemic 
breakout?

BRITAIN'S RESPONSIBILITIES.
The sphere of British responsibility is 

widening. It was considered wide enough 
some time ago, when several hundred 
millions of people in India came under 
Britiah rule, but it is still likely to be 
still further widened by the addition of 
an old continent newly discovered, or re
discovered, perhaps, as we should say. 
It will be proper to say “re-discovered,” 
because from the records it appears tol
erably certain,that the interior of Africa, 
the district of the upper waters of the 
Nile, at all events, was bettfl* known iq 
the days of King Solomon and the seven 
wise men of Greece than in our own time, 
until Dr. Livingstone lifted the veil 
It is worth remembering that the Chris
tian religion existed in Abyssinia before 
it was known in Britain ; and, 
whatever degeneracy may have 
sinoe taken place, it is certain 
that the true faith was preached in that 
country by the immediate successors of 
the Apostles.

From America to Africa. Africa is the 
geological puzzle of all the continents, 
having features unlike those of all the 
rest. Africa is exceptional, its geology 
is unlike that of any other quarter of the 
globe. From Dr. Livingstone and other 
observers who have penetrated to the in
terior, we understand that there is a 
country of extraordinary fertility in the 
centre of Africa, where the streams have 
their sources, flowing one way to the 
Nile, another way to the Congo, on the 
West African coast, and still another 
way to the East African shore. Wherein 
Africa differs from all the other conti
nents is in the existence of fertile dis
tricts at the very heads and sources, al
most, of its streams. It will probably be 
found that there are vast lake districts, 
from which the waters flow every way, 
and that the sources of the Congo and 
the Nile may be found together. The 
fertility of the 

Africa ii
great lake region of Cen

tral Africa is probably to be accounted 
for through its power of retention, that 
of a broad table land having out
lets which, while allowing surplus 
waters to escape, hold back and keep 
within the upper basin most of the ele
ments of fertility. The fertility of the 
higher basin of Central Africa is some
thing remarkable, something we believe 
unmatched in any other continent. Rail
ways cannot probably be made to the re
sources of the Nile and the Congo ? but 
down these streams may yet be floated 
cargoes innumerable of Indian corn, and, 
perhaps, of wheat and barley, too. What 
with the Zanzibar treaty, the Ashantee 
war, which is sure to result in peace by 
and by, and the labours of Dr. Living
stone, the interior of Africa is sure to 
be opened up largely to British enter
prise. And this peculiar geographical 
feature of Africa, viz. : the fertility of 
the country near the sources of its 
great streams, beyond anything 
known in America or Europe, has 
its importance, as showing us where 
we are to look for the “ superior race” of 
that continent. We believe that upon 
Britain is thrown the responsibility of 
carrying civilization and Christianity into 
Africa, and we believe, further, that the 
natives will be found not indisposed to re
ceive us. The responsibility now lying 
upon Britain is great indeed, a >d if she ac
quits herself of it will be, not alone through 
intellectual ability, but through the con
fidence inspired by the character and 
conduct of her representatives, statesnv n, 
soldiers, and missionaries together.

THE GRAVAMEN OF 
CHARGE.

THE

It is not easy to express more com
pletely the character of the Huntington 
indictment and the utter insufficiency of 
proof to sustain it than was expressed by 
Hon. Mr. Campbell in his evidence on 
Monday last. One portion of Mr. Camp
bell’s statement is so much to the point 
that we do not feel it necessary to make 
any apology for reproducing it here. It 
thus reads ;—

“ The Government is charged, ai 
understand, in the correspondence, with 
having made a corrupt bargain with Sir 
Hugh Allan. Now I think I am in 
a position as being a member of the Govern 
ment, and as having been particularly con 
oerned in this Pacific Railway Charter, to 
say that there was no such bargain with Sir 
Hugh Allan, or his associates, either cor
rupt or incorrupt There was no bargain to 
give him the contract at all I don’t believe 
Sir Hugh Allan had any sort of understand
ing beyond that one given by Sir George 
Cartier, which was given by him on one day 
and repudiated by Sir John Macdonald on 
the next. I saw Sir John’s telegram to that 
effect immediately afterwards. Beyond that 
I don’t know of Sir Hugh Allah 
having any understanding from the 
Government or of there being any bar
gain, either corrupt or incorrupt to give him 
or anyone else this contract. Till the Char
ter was about being signed, until, in fact 
the end of January or the early part of Feb
ruary, he had no such understanding. I gay 
this because the allegation is that a con apt 
bargain was had either during the session or 
before, or during the elections, and I know 
that during all that time the Government 
had not made any bargain to give the con
tract to any one. They had made no 
such bargain with any one. They were, in
deed, endeavouring to bring about an amal- 
gamation of the two companies then existing, 
which excludes the'idea that the contract had 
been promised to any one. 1 was engaged 
in Toronto, endeavouring to bring about that 
amalgamation as la *c as October, and I know 
Sir John Macdonald was there for the same 
purpose as late as November, and it 
nearly the end of November before 
were satisfied that an amalgamation could 
not be brought about. When I was in 
Kingston I saw the telegram giving the 
terms of the arrangement made by Sir George 
Cartier, which, if I remember rightly, were 
that the amalgamation of the two companies 
should be brought about and the contract 
given to the amalgamated company, but 
failing that, it should be given to the Cana
da Pacific, that was communicated to Sir 
John Macdonald, and at once a 
telegram was sent back that he 
would not assent to ' it, and that he 
would come to Montreal. I say that from 
my position. / am satisfied there was no 
bargain with any one to get the contract until 
it was absolutely given at the end of January,

The prosecution, paralyzed by the 
evidence which Mr. Huntington’s 
witnesses have so far given, seems anxi
ous—if we do not mistake the tone of its 
newspapers—to change the accusation. 
They know full well thift if Sir Hugh 
Allan had any understanding with 
American capitalists it was a matter of 
which the Government had no knowledge, 
which they did not encourage, which, in 
fact, they would not permit, and took ex
tra pains to render impossible of accom
plishment. So passes to the winds the 
first part of the indictment. The next 
part fares no better. Every one of those 
witnesses who, if such a thing had ex
isted, must have known it, has sworn 
that there was no understanding what
ever between the Government and Sir 
Hugh Allan by which the latter ad
vanced money to assist in the elections. 
Mr. Campbell has shown distinctly how 
such a thing was impossible. Sir John 
Macdonald most promptly repudiated 
the agreement which Sir George Cartier 
had made with Sir Hugh, although the 
elections were still on. The whole indict
ment, therefore, falls to the ground.

Sporting Intelligence.—Owing to 
the temporary absence on a visit South 
of The Mail Sporting Editor, we post
pone the usual column of sporting intelli-

The letter stealers have attempted to 
justify their crime by the fit quoque argu
ment. Didn’t Sir Francis Hincks, they 
say, do the same thing when editor of the 
Montreal Pilot f We ask the readers’ 
attention to a letter from Sir Francis, 
published elsewhere, which clearly shows 
that the charge made against him is en
tirely incorrect.

Day after day our Grit contemporary 
pours forth the vials of its wrath because 
the witnesses before the Royal Commis
sion refuse to swear that Mr. Hunting- 
ton’s charges are even partially true. 
Whether it be Sir Francis Hincks, or 
Senator Macphbrson, or Mr. Cvmrer- 
land, or Sheriff Leblanc, the Globe un
hesitatingly maintains that the oaths and 
testimony must be regarded with suspi
cion and taken with salt. On the other 
hand, its faith in Mr. McMullen re
mains steadfast and unshaken. His 
statements are being crushed one after 
the other, but Mr. Brown’s trust in the 
curbstone operator never falters. Even 
when his own brother gives him the lie 
no cloud comes o’er the Party’s sublime 
confidence in one who, if human evidence 
avails aught, is one of the worst and 
most untruthful of men. If the witnesses 
who have testified, had conducted them
selves in the box as did Messrs. J. K. 
Kerr and Adam Oliver in the Proton 
case, our neighbour’s abuse would have 
bero eminently proper. But there i, no 
dodging or .lurking. Knowing of no 
oorrupt bsrgnin between Sir Huoh nnd 
tte Goremment-for the, ennot here 
knowledge of whnt never existed—they 
He compelled to eniwer the forms! quee- 
twne empheticelly in the negetive ; end 
to the questions indirectly beering upon 
the «es, they give prompt eniwer. which 
•dmit of no doubt But if the whole 
country .wore to the Government’s inno- 
ocn°e, yes, if not one but hslf e dozen 
rose from the deed and «wore to it, Mr.

,WH. woul|l still uphold Mr. McMul- 
LMr’i tirnue of falsehood», because it i. the 
“arty a only sheet anchor.

CURRENT TOPICS.

Betun’s DavesT -The defeat of Oen. 
Betler’s aspirations to the Governorship of 
Massachusetts plane, that redoubtable poli
tician few a time in the .hade. The causes 
ef his failure ere now dioouseed, and various
ly estimated. Those organs who are oppoe-
Ï ^Lrrdmt °r“t- "S"d it sa a rebuke 
of alleged government indeenoe, while hi. 
friiind. deny that he used any influence nt 
oil one way or the other. Thns the New 
York flernfdsay. that “the administration 
ha. inffnred . severe blow—the severest 
party CHtigation yet inflicted by thoee who 
ere natemfly hi. political friend.,” while the 
New York World thinks the result valuable 
for ite •• frank truth-telling which will de
stroy old iUoaiona and open the eyes of Repub- 
hcana to the real condition of their own party. 
The circumstance that Butler had the active 
support of the Administration, haa led to a 
vigorous exposure of the odious system of 
interference, and Butler’s complicity in 
some of the worst legislation of Congress 
has made a general exposure of Republican 
corruption a necessary part of the unsparing 
canvass against him.” The N. Y. Tribune 
says that the convention by its resolutions 
‘‘put on record an indignant protest against 
the interference of Federal office-holders in 
State politics and against the disgraceful acts 
of a Republican Congress. The resolntiens 
upon these points give no uncertain sound. 
Their meaning is clear and unmistakable, 
and will be understood even in Washington. 
The high office of the President of the 
United States is treated with marked re- 
apeot, and there is a manifest disposition to 
treat the President personally with the ut
most kindness and consideration ; but there 
is not lacking in the resolutions a tone of 
gentle rebuke for his mistakes m policy 
and administration, while the absence of the 
usual sweeping indorsement and approval is 
worthy of note.” On the oth< rhand, the N. Y. 
Times, whose opinion is worthy of respect, 
Bays :—“ How many ‘ office-holders’ were 
for Butler, and how many were against him, 
we do not happen to know ; but we venture 
to say that the excited talk about the * Pre
sident’s interference' is all rubbish. We do 
not believe that the President has interfered, 
by word or sign, or that he has made a single 
effort to influence the course o< the election, 
one way or other. The ‘ Liberal’ papers 
will continue to declare that he has, and will 
proclaim this morning that the * Adminis
tration’ has met with a severe defeat. It 
does not signify. The President may as 
well be ‘ pitched into’ about Gen. Butler 
as for daring to have a wife and children. 
The only point worth calling attention to is 
that the people may be trusted to do what 
they think is the best and wisest thing at 
the moment they are called upon to act.

letter from Sir Francis Hincks.
Sir Fisooi. Hiock. hu addraued the fol- 

lowini Utter to the Moo tied NeraU 
” fl,R.—1 own th.t I read with «mszement 

made dsy'e OmrUt « letter signed ■ B,’ in 
winch, after referring to the feeling which 
prevailed in 1846 against Col. Gugy’s admin
istration of the Militia affairs of Lower Can
ada, the writer makes a serions charge against 
me. He states ‘ While the battle still 
ragwl, however, Mr. Benjamin Holmes, then 
Cashier of the Montreal Bank, received a 
confidential communication from, if I re
member right, the Adjutant-General’s De- 
portaient, one, at all events, affecting the 
mducky Colonel. This paper was, as Mr. 
Holmes afterwards stated, abstracted from a 
private drawer and brought to Mr. Hincks ’ 
*c., Ac. Commenting on this allegation,ai d 
without inquiring as to its truth, you re- 

:ri1% “ **mi“«d that the publication 
of the letter in the Pilot at that time excited 
the greatest possible indignation, and was 
unsparingly condemned. For over twenty- 
five years the community has beer, saved the 
disgrace of its repetition.’ I feel persuaded 
that, in repudiating, as it was your duty to 
do, the lu quoque argument, you did not in
tend to wound roy feelings by ascribing to 
me the perpetration of a disgraceful act, cal
culated to excite ‘ public indignation,’ 
and that you will permit me to state 
the actual facts, which have been 
wholly distorted by your correspondent ‘ R.’ 
The letter to which reference is made 
was in no sense whatever a * confidential 
communication,’ and it is not true, so far as 
I can discover, that Mr. Holmes ever stated
that

A Woman’s Rights Heroine.—The ad
vocates of “ woman’s rights” will derive 
much satisfaction from a case reported by 
the Bristol Times, which has just come be
fore the County Court Judge, at Melksham, 
and which shows that, pending a thoroughly 
satisfactory settlement of woman’s claims, 
she is not wholly incapable of taking care 
of herself. It seems that two ladies who 
kept a hotel at Bristol acquired sufficient 
means to purchase a snug little property 
near Melksham, where they had comfortably 
“ settled down.” On a small property ad
joining lives a retired civil servant, who 
claims a right of access to his field through 
the field belonging to his neighbours, which 
claim is stoutly resisted by the two ladies. 
The other day, matters came to a crisis. 
The retired civil servant was refused per
mission to take a load of straw through the 
gate of the field leading to his own, and on 
putting his arm through the gate with the 
view of unhingine- it, one of the ladies, to 
use his own words, “ hit straight out from 
the shoulder with her clenched fist,” and 
struck him three times. She also raised 
her foot and kicked him more than 
once on the arm—that was through 
the gate—bruising him very much, and 
making him sore for a week. She then seized 
his walking stick, wrenched it from him, and 
struck him several times on his back and 
shoulders. “I never touched her,” he added, 
“but told her if I was doing wrong she had 
her remedy.” The farmer who was driving 
the horse and straw cart shared no better 
fate, for he, too, received “one straight from 
the shoulder on the month.” “Do yon 
know who you are hitting ? ” asked the 
farmer. ‘ ‘ I know it,” rephed the indignant 
lady. “ You have no business here ; I’ll 
give you another if you don’t go. Mary (ad
dressing her fair companion), go and fetch 
my big, knobbed stick ; I’D show them 
whether they have a right here.” The 
farmer and the retired civil servant did not 
wait for the knobbed stick, bat wisely re
treated, and the latter brought an action 
against the two ladies for interruption of the 
right of way," and claimed £20 damages for 
the assault. On the first point he was non
suited, but for the assault a verdict of 40a. 
and costs were given. The whole story, if 
taken in a proper spirit by man, will teach 
him the foUy and wickedness of attempting 
to combat an antagonist whose inexhanstive 
armory of weapons renders her as terrible as 
she is fascinating, and whose gentlenei 
only exceeded by her strength.

Decline in Gold. —The price of gold at 
New York has fallen rapidly, and even 
touched 110 or thereabouts a day or two ago. 
This result is apparently due to a determina
tion to fight the bulls, and do away, if pos
sible, with the whole system of trading in 
coin. That this latter is so far successful 
may be judged by the statement of the New 
York papers, which says that the “ fear of 
the clique has vanished everywhere except 
among Wall street speculators, who are 
still occasionally quaking at a shadow ; and 
the doom of the clique, as a great power 
bent on taxing the trade of the country, is 
sealed. There is no longer any formidable 
band of freebooters organized and dis
ciplined to levy blackmail on the reviving 
trade and commerce of the United 
States. The discipline is gone, the 
organization is dissolving, and the 
fear once inspired is replaced by hatred 
and contempt. The leaders are at logger- 
heads, the brokers scheming to avoid the 
losses which they see must fall upon their 
principals ; and the gold clique of a week ago 
is engaged as the conspirators of Black Fri
day were engaged after the collapse. To 
use the expressive language of their patron 
saint, it is ‘ each man drag ont his own 
corpse. ’ ” And all sorts of trade revivals 
are anticipated, and a general jubilee of 
prosperity prophecied. We fancy the jubi
lation is somewhat premature. The enor
mous gold interest falling due continuaUy 
not only on national but miscellaneous 
securities *°d the constant balance of trade 
against the United States, keeps np a de
mand which it is more and more difficult to 
jneet, and therefore gold must beat a pre- 
mium still, and the Wall street operators 
may yet have their “ Black Friday,” or 
several such, and the bulls flourish in green 
pastures, fatter and saucier than ever.

---- - --- ----- , SSV TT 1*0 UUISC1 .» W I UUg
impression. Now, first, as to the character 
of the letter, I cannot prove this better than 
by-quoting the very words with which it

* Sir,—Referring to your letters of the 
21st and 22nd inst., I have received the 
command of his Excellency the Administra
tor of the Government to address you in the 
following terms’ :-Lt Col. Holmes’ letters 
had been making complaints regarding mili
tia matters, and a reply signed A Gugy, 
Colonel and Adjutant-General, and address
ed to Lieutenant-Colonel Holmes, was an 
official document. It was manifestly in
tended for publication, and was sent by Col 
Gngy himself to the newspapers. It was of 
STeat public interest, and Col Gngy and the 
Government were annoyed at its getting into 
an Opposition newspaper in advance of the 
explanations that no doubt wonld hive been 
offered by the Minirterial paper». Mr. 
Holme, was at the time my personal 
and political friend, and it was not unnatu
rally supposed that be had given me a 
copy of it. There was, accordingly, a dispo- 

“ on the part of our political oppo- 
to attach blame to him. He wrote to 

two of the newspapers (the Courier and 
Times) explaining that the editor of the Pilot 
had not obtained the information directly or 
indirectly from him, but he called it au 
official letter, and stated that he had shown 
it to Mr. Derbishire, who had asked him for 
a copy which he had refused. He further 
stated that he had shown the letter ‘ to two 
or three gentlemen in his own house,’ and 
‘ I would have shown it to Mr. Hincks bad 
an opportunity presented itself.’ As Mr 
Derbishire, who was an official, had asked 
for a copy, and was also a personal friend of 
mine, he was naturally very sensitive as to 
the reference to himself and very anxious to 
find ont where I had got the copy-a secret, 
which, by the way, has never yet been dis
covered for a reason which I will briefly ex- 
plain. My informant certainly committed 
an act of indiscretion in bringing to me *. 
document which he believed, as I did, soi-, 
to have any confidential character whatever 
It was published in good faith as an offi cial 
letter which I had accidentally got f copy 
of before my contemporaries. No or,e could 
justly have blamed Mr. Holmes hhe given 
me a copy, but old inhabitants wiU recol
lect that at the time tFt>,roary iS46) 
he was a man marked out for the 
vengeance of the Goverrjne'at. Mr. Derbi- 
shire declared in his letter, ‘that he was 
informed by one of GoL Gngy-, clerks that 
two persons out of the office had «received 
letters similar to that addressed to Mr. 
Holmes. knowing as I did that my in-
fonnant had acted in perfect good faith, 
and that had I given np his name I might 
expose hun to censure, I allowed Col. Gugy 
and his friends to amuse themselves with 
searching in all quarters for the person who 
had given me the letter. Mr. Holmes ad- 
mitted having given the letter to the Major 
of the battalion, Mr. Gunn, and that the 
Adjutant had probably seen it. To prove 
that public opinion was by no means so 
strong or so unanimous as represented, I will 
quote what a Montreal paper, the Tran- 
scnpl, in strong opposition to me, said 

Why they should be kept secret we can’t 
^ee" The document was received as

official, but Mr- Holmes would certainly
have laid himself open to no charge of 
breach of confidence had he published it to 
aU the world. We do not see ourselves 
that there was anything in this publication 
to excite particular surprise. This letter, 
as we have before observed,was evidently not 
a private document, and there was nothing to

Event Mr. Holmes from giving a copy tc.
Hincks or any one else if he thought 

proper.’ I will conclude by a brief extract 
from my defence in the Pilot of 6th Febru
ary, 1846. It is amusing to observe the dif- 
fMenoe between the Herald of 1846 and 
1873.

“ ‘ The Herald has made an extraordinary 
discovery. He declares that our publication 
of the letter was “ a pitiful intrigue to 
damage his Excellency Lord Cathcart in, 
public estimation.” What ! His Excellency 
t° damaged by the publication of his mors 
news on the. subject of the militia i Truly, 
the Herald is unfortunate in his remarks 
An offioùl letter tildreteed by the Adjatont- 
GenereJ, by command of the Governor, to 
the Colonel of s Bettelion, in answer to com . 
plaints, is published niter having bees, 
shown », it now appear, to several pereons,
each of whom told it in confidence toper, 
haps a dozen friends, and each of them again 
î° ““S' more, and the object, according, 
to the Herald, was to injure Lord Cathcart, 
although the party to whom it was addressed 
believed it would *

Pop-guns of thf.-Period. —The prepara
tion of designs for the war ships of the fu
ture, says the London Times, is making con
siderable progress, and the application of 
the science of hydraulics to the art of gun
nery, will in these designs receive consider
able development, and prove in practice of 
very great assistance in facilitating the work
ing and loading of the monster weapons with 
which the turrets of the iron-clads will be 
armed. These guns will far surpass the 
most powerful artillery at present in exis
tence—the Woolwich Infants, of thirty-five 
tons weight, and a bore of twelve inches in 
diameter, and the great guns which Krupp 
is now making for the Germans being alike 
eclipsed by the new weapon, which will 
have a bore of nearly fifteen inches, and 
weighs sixty tons. These guns wiU be 
built upon . the system which originated, 
and has now been in such successful operation 
at the Royal Gnn Factories, Royal Arsenal, 
Woolwich, for several years—by ooil upon 
coil of wrought iron and a steel tube ; a iys- 
tem which insures the greatest possible 
strength and immunity from danger of burst
ing. and practicaUy imposes no limit to the 
size of the guns. They wiU be fitted with a 
movable breech-loading arrangement. The 
Woolwich Infant will throw a 700-pound 
shot six or seven miles ; the new gun will 
hurl a projectile weighing 1,100 pounds (half 
a ton) over a range which has yet to be de
termined, As the antithesis of this enor- 
mous gun, the new steel mountain gun has 
just been placed in the model-room of the 
Royal Gun Factories. This gun weighs 
only 200 pounds, but it can fire a shell of 
seven pounds with good effect up to 3,000 
yards, and with its little carriage is designed 
to be conveyed on the backs of mules, for 
which pack-saddles are specially constructed. 
It is also admirably adapted ’for boat ser-

An Author’s Grievance.—If the toes 
of popular authors are sometimes trodden 
upon, they are utuaUy indisposed to resent 
the inconvenience. Then we find that the 
clever writer, William Black, has something 
to say to the Scottish American Journal, 
whose defence may or may not be forthoom- 
mg. The following letter to the editor ap- 
prars in the New York Nation - 

SïR,—xMy experience of American pub- 
lishers has been so favourable—their deal
ings with me have been so equitable and 
even generous—that I hope you will allow 
me to express in your columns the surprise 
with which I find myself made the victim 
of a somewhat shabby trick on the part of 
one of their number. I find in the columns 
of the Scottish American Journal, along 
with a senes of wild and uncaUed for com 
phments addressed to myself, an announce
ment of a ‘ new story’ from my pen, " 
first portion of which is placed before tne 
readers of the Journal. The ‘ new story ’ 
was written when I was ot the mature age 
of twenty-one ; and I had fondly hoped ** " 
it had died a natural death, for there 
few of us as wise at twenty-one as 
then consider ourselves to be. I think 
it is very hard that the wretched little 
should have been unearthed at all ; but 
audadfy—-to call it by no other nan 
which invites attention to this precious pro- 

' a joke.’
.•uvuuiiiHi «ticuiiiua vu who preuu
dnetion as a ‘ new story’ is beyond a joze.' 
I am, sir, yonr obedient servant, William 
Black, Author of * A Daughter of Heth,’ 
etc. PaU Mall Club, London, Aug. 27 
1873.’’ _ 8

The steamer Ironsides, with a crew of 
thirty men and nineteen passengers left 
Milwaukee on Sunday night. Shortly'after 
her departure a violent gale sprang up, and 
the vessel became unmanageable. The nas 
tonga, and crew pnt on 111, pratorrera
iîüto °°°Â m*nned thV life-
bonis, and avooodod in ranching tile Aon. 
bnt not without Intel rannkf „ 
poraon. were drowned. The .train-, reload »t $115,000. ««nier
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it had been abstracted from a private 
~ ’ If he did, he was under a wrong

aid have quite a contrary
Hoping that you will think that under 

the circumstances I am justified in this 
lengthened refeVence to an old occurrence,

F." HINCKS. ”

The Will of John Stuart Mill.
the win the Into John 

Stnert Mill nre pnbliohed in the London 
journal» They are characteristic of the 
man, and foil of interest. The original win 
™ random 1853, sad by it he bequratw, 
all hs. property to bin wife, since dead, n od 
m the event of her dying in fain lifetime to 
hu stepdsnghter. Miss Helen Taylor 4 
codicil, dated Yob. 14, 1872, revokes til 
previous dispositions, name» Miss Taylor 
sols executor, and gives her the wh„l„ «state 
real nnd personal. She is to be literal 
executor also, with full power to edit all o> 
any of his works, and pubiitii til or any of 
hia manuscripts as she nosy think fit. Then 
comra this paragraph about his antobio. 
graphy :—

" And eb"ea» in these days no one is se
cure against attempts to make money by 
mean, of pretended biographies, I therefore 
think it necessary to state that I have writ- 
ten a.hortaoeount of my life, which I leave 
to the absolute charge of my said step
daughter, Miss Helen Taylor, to be pub. 
lished or not nt her will and ditoretion. knd 
m the event of her death in my lifetime, to 
the charge nnd control of William ThSnaa 
1 nomton, on condition that he publishes the 
•wne withm two years of my decease. And 

hereby declare that all paper, and mate- 
rials available for an account of my life arc 
in the poeaeemon of my «aid step-dnnghter 

b «her personhto such knowledge of either my literary or 
private life as would qualify him or heV to- 
wnte my biography.”

Had bliss Taylor died before him the es- 
tate would have gone as follow* :—

‘ T° ™embe1ra of wife's family , nd his 
own he leaves legacies to the amount of £<J,- 

the Society for the Prevention ^f
Cruelty to Ammtis, £500; to the Land 
Tenure Reiorm Association, £5,00 - to any 

Britr-™ “ Ireland 
"Î ,M degree» to

£3.°00 : “d tothe same Utiveraity 
. further sum of £3,000 to endow scholar- 
ships for femtie students exclusively. ”

In that case Mr. W. T. Thornton and Mr
convriohts °U'1’ 7“ b”‘ ““"tore, bnt his 
copyrights were to pas, to Mr. John Morley, 
editor of Tté Portmghtly Review, "tobeap- 

Mme Per,odlc»l publication which shall be open to the expreSon of til 
*h*n have til ite articles, signed with the names of its write™.’’ It ia 

to be noted tito that Mr. Thornton wra em 
omed to publish the sntobiogrnphy stem- 

hitely, sud n° di»creti°n left to him’ as to
Miss Tnylor. The whole pereonTprerattv 
«estimated at gyo.ooo. Tbs antobiogTphy
oo'tmOctbt PnDtor*’ "d >»

The BwaHTox Aquarium.—Mr, Henry 
Lee wnten m Land and Water that one ■ f 
the funmest little " cames" ever termed out 
of nature s workshop, in the shape of a seal
S?‘l taî.bîw *° >he Pnblio »» «h» Brighton 
(England) Aquanum, a few days ago He 
was brought into 1 armonth by acme fisher- 
™™ni?2ia' of that town, kinciiv
purchased him of the beachrr.eu, on account 
of the company anS seat him to Brighton. 
The droll tittle chap h„ » knack of sitting 
pnght in the water, which is just deep 

enough to allow of his showing above the 
surface, when he is in this position ; his 
head and shoulder, mid as mush of his neck 
as a lady displays in n ball-room when she is 
not too derail*,. With his titer-flipper, 
tusked under hrm, like a lobster’s tail, and 
spread nut in front, he balance, htinself on 
bis hindquarters and look, inquisitively at
everybody, and listens attentively to every- 
thrng within mght mid hearing. When he 
“ retuded with the condition of thing, in 

“‘î/”1* it unnecessary to be on the 
alert, he half Moans his bountiful soft eyes, 
and either oontentedly rate and strokes his
Sïb^th^l7SfTriêht fliw,er' °r
Irai; enem across hie breast m a most
fiwficroua manner—exactly as a cabman 
wwrms the hp* of hi* fingers on n wintry 

. b« unis vigorously across his ohsat and striking hie hands «gainst hi.
At present he is very 

wdl behaved, takes food from the hand, 
and, on the whole, conducts himself as a 
decant young sUl rhould do.
. of the orange, this summer,
« startling say* the Savannah Advertiser, 
never was there anything like it. Owner» 
of orange Doves at a distance will be sb- 
t°^*he® when they return in the winter and 
find the advance of their golden investments. 
This rapid growth of orange groves thio 
summer u attributed to the uniform regu
larity of the season. The weather all through 
the summer has keen delightful, the tem
perature Wing relieved from oppressive 
heftts hy tri-weekly rains, which has kept up 
with the regularity of clock-work.

THE SCANDAL. I When a note was produced from Sir J 
m î consenting to the opening of the

’ (Con timued from Firet Par.) Slri^'™ îr,rv,tkm
* ' - peanng on the inquiry should not bel

The CHAIRMAN—At the end of this you ’ D®Aed, and we have not quite got uadej 
will seethe expression I have read. hand a full knowledge as to the counj

A- No, that is not the one, but I recollect Parsne- That agreement, however,! 
that letter. It is in regard to the appropria- nothing to do with inquiry. There w 
tion of stock in Canada. no difficulty in proving McMullen’s

Q. This then is one of the letters you ture- Other ------- —”
recollect as having been received by your who will be 
brother as coming from Sir Hugh Allan? "~

A. No, it is addressed to Mr. Smith.
Q. Did you see it on its arrival ?
A- Yes, I saw it ?
Q. You saw it after Mr. Smith received 1 !ows :

witnesses will be 
able to speak 

ally as to other parties as 
ing been parties themselves to the c 

Sir John Macdonald cross-exam in ej 
: witness at cocsicrrubi.- length.

Within a day or two. He either called 1 Mullen ?
V- Yon are a parti, i :U. VÂ

at our office or we called at his office and 
the letter was seen by both parties.

The Chairman,

Y. Yes.
Q- I think you stated that as snej

S another letter j are intimately acquainted with the prl, producing
from the packet. Look at this letter and ! m8B connected with the Pacific _ 
see if this is the one referred to by you as through your brother and Mr. Smith 
relating to the money. ' j A. Yes.

The Witness, after examining it—Yes, 1 Q- And who else in < hicago was 
this is the one. ’ ciated with you ?

Q. What is the date of that letter ? ! 4~ There was Mr. Hurlburt, who
A. 16th September, 1872.
Q. Are there any other of the letters that 

you remember as being eent to your bro
ther ?

A. No, except. I believe, there were two 
letters which came from Sir Hugh Allan, 
only two, in regard to the' breaking nff 0; 
the negotiations. They were received 
shortly after that letter in the fall .f 
1872. I scarcely think they are m the nac- 
ket.

sociated in the negotiations. He is a I 
of Mr. Smith. Our relations wifif 
Hurlburt were not, however, vei 
mate. We did not consider that hJ 
really negotiating.

0- Did you see those jettert < point* 
the packet) as th--y wt-re published | 
Montreal //-xaid

A Yes, 1 saw them
(J lobe,

0 Do you know who
Judge UOwan—Why don't you think they Herald to be published

are in the packet ?
A. Because they wert not considered 

of sufficient importance. They were short

Q. You say they were not considered of tated, and gi 
sufficient importance. What do j ou ‘ ' ' 
mean by that ? Of importance for what ?

A. That is, my brother told me he had 
pnt in all the letters which contained am 
important matter in regard to their negotia
tions, and the notes that I ►pike of which 
closed the negotiations, 1 dor, t think he

Q. Were they not important as closing
matters ?

A. No, they were too short and t<>o

The Chairman, producing two more let
ters from the packet. Are these the two 
letters you last alluded to ?

The Witness, examining the same—This 
is not dated November J Itb, 1S72.

Q. Look at the other.
A. Yes, they are the two in question.
Judge Go wan—Then these complete the 

whole series ? You say these were the two 
î-.».. g which were not thought
portant, and which you did not suppose were witness replied.

V- Did jour brother never tell you?| 
A. No. 1
V You have no idea ? The witnei 

no answer.
^ ou have no idea V 

A. No, I have no idea.
V- You say j-ou don't know ?
A. Yes.
Q Never heard ?
A Yes.
V- Never had any suspicion ?
A. Yes.

'l ou are your brother's partner ?■ 
A. Yes.
•x- And jet you have not the l— 

idea hnw these papers got into the Mfll 
J/eril / and Glo1» '

A. No.
You swear that ?

M- Do you know of eve: 
these letters to any one 7

The Witness hesitated, and ultij

The question was repeated, b! 
answered again. It was again repeat!

packet. It turns ont they were

A. Excuse me ; when I said they were 
not important I thought they thought these 
letters were not important. My brother 
simply told me that he put all the important 
letters touching on the negotiations in the 
package, and from my recollection of these 
letters, I considered that they were not of

Q You never heard of copies i

A. Yes, my brother told me. _ 
Q- What copies were given to me ■ 
A. He told me he showed you the lj 
Q Did he tell you he gave me c

;nt importance to be included, but it published letters 7
seems he considered thev were

He farther stated that copies of the cor
respondence were made on sheets of paper, 
but he did not know of their existence.

Q. letters received, were they copied ?
A. No, they were filed after their contents 

were known to the two or three interested 
the scheme, and my brothei 
charge of them himself.

Q. Do you kuow of any interview which 
your brother had with Sir Hugh Allan or 
others in regard to that business ?

A. Only wnat he told me.
The Chairman—Yon have no personal 

knowledge ?
A. The only gentlemen he consulted in my 

presence were one or two gentlemen in To
ronto. I happened to meet him in Toronto, 

e met Mr. J. Beaty

I don’t know
them.

Q- Don't you rer 
says he did giv<

ember that : 
a copy of the le]

A. 1 have no recollection of it. 
collection of his statement is that 

usually took an interview with you and bad 
the letters.

Q. Did he ever tell j’ou about | 
«py to Mr. Huntington ?

A. No.
Q Or to Mr. Foster.
A. No.
0. Or to anybody else ?

Q. Did you ever know in any
______ f him how much he was to get for!

and his nephew. • these papers and correspondence
These are the only persons with whom he 1 Starnes’ hands
had interviews while I was present.

0- Yon never then were present at any in
terviews between him and Sir Hugh Allan ?

Altir.?r any peraon rePresenting Sir Hugh

A. No. I should state however that I was 
present at one or two interviews with Mr. 
Wadding ton and Mr. Kersteman in Chicago. 

Q- You live in Chicago ?
A. Yes.
Q. You have been residing at Picton ?
A- Yea.
Q. How long have you been there ?
A. Not quite a day.
Q. You came here direct from Chicago ?
A. I left Chicago on Sundaj- night.
Q- Was your brother there "at the time ?
A. Yes.
Q. Is he well ?
A. Yes.
Q. You left on Sonda , night after he had

received the subp<cna ?
A. He had not received any when I saw 

him last.

A. I have no recollection of hij

Q. No recollection 7
A. No.
Q. Although ia business partners 

don’t know whether he got for 
000 -or twentj- thousand pence ?

A. No. At the time he pnt 
pondence in Mr. Starnes’ hands 11_ 
the city and remained absent for] 
months, in fact I was out of the i

Q. After you came back, up to t 
he has never told you anvthine 
$20,000 7

A. I know from hearsay that 1

Q. Was it hearsay from him ?
A. No, he did not tell me.
Q- Was it from Mr. C. M. Smitii
A. No.
Q. From Mr. Hurlburt ?
A. No.
Q. How do you know ?
A. My elder brother wrote to r

Judge Gowan—Oh ! it was Monday when was absent from the city.
k Q_ That $20,000 does not appi

A. No.
Q. It is not carried to vour accol 
A. No.
Q You have no interest in it ?
A. No, I don't know what he i

Q. I thought j’ou were his j

Q. I Thought you said you were il 
in the Pacific matter with Mr.

he received it *
The Chairman—Do you know anything 

more about this matter of your own person^ 
al knowledge ?

A. Nothing, except the terms of the ori
ginal contract.

Q. That is the contract for the Pacific
Railway ?

A. The contract between the New York 
parties, my brother and Mr. Smith and Sir
Hugh Allan.

Judge Go wan—What date was that ?
A. It is a year since I saw it. It was bira 7 

some time in the fall of 1871. I can’t deeig- A. I said I was interested i 
nate the date of the agreement. ceedings, but as to receipts we hai

Q. Was there any date on it ; had the nothing. Our partnership recei’ 
agreement a date ? It (the $20,000) was divided rom

A. I cannot positively swear that it was reD^ expenses. Mr. Smith got 
dated. I believe it had a reference to the Mr- Hurlburt got some. It 
time it was signed. among all those who were s

Q. Did yon see it signed ? negotiations
A. No. Q. Hew do you know that
Q. Then had it a signature ? A. It was contained in the lei
A. I know it was signed between the time 1 received from another brother 

my brother left Chicago and rett#ned. He Chicago, when he came back, 
brought the contract with him. ! Q Bid you ever hear of thi

Q How do you know that ? cheque ?
A. He brought back the contract signed. A- That was contained in the 
Q. Did he prepare the contract before he that there was a cheque, and in 

left Chicago? me. I don’t recollect whether
A. He prepared a memorandum from or the ?ther brother wrotejto me. 

which he made the contract. Q- Ge never told yen of the $1
Q. The instrument you saw, which was be ? 

apparently I signed, was not then, the instru- i A- He told me the other day 
ment which he took away ? I forfeit $17,500.

A. I never saw that instrument until he 1 Q- How would he forfeit that 
returned. j A. He said if the package was

Q. Can you say anything more about it ? , ®ir Hugh Allan he would
A. No, but my recollection is that this was 
” rember or Decern!iber, 1872.

500.
Q. Did he not tell j-ou if the lej

Q. What signatures did the instrument published by him he w ould
purport to have ?

A. It bore the American names of W. B. 
Ogden, G. W. Cass, Thomas Scott, Governor 
Smith, of Vermont, and W. G. Fargoe.

Q. And these gentlemen all live in dif
ferent places ?

A. The majority of them, in New York.
Q. Are these all the names yon re-

A. There were also Winslow & Co., of : 
New York, who, I understood, signed for 
certain parties. I forget the name of the 
President of the New York State ard 
Adams’ Express Company.

Q Did it purport to bear Sir Hugh 
Allan’s signature?

A. Yes, there was a signature “Hugh
Allan.”

The Chairman - What others ?
A. The names of my brother apd C. M. 

Smith. Those constituted, I believe, the 
whole of the names.

Judge Gowax—Now, I understand that 
yonr brother left at that time for the pur- 
poee of getting that instrument ?

A. Very soon after Sir Hugh Allan re
turned from England in the fall of 1871, I 
think at the end of November.

Q. What time did he return ?
A. He returned immediately after the 

holidays.
Q. How many days was he away ?
A. To the best of my recollection, about 

five or eix weeks.
Q. Was there any understanding for giv

ing out the contract before he left, that is, 
«contained in the votes ?

A. I said he prepared a memorandum.
Q. With a view to a full contract ?
A. Yes.
Q And was the memorandum signed by 

Sir Hugh Allan ? do you know of your own
knowledge ?

A. I did not see them signed.
Q. Do you know where that instrument, 

the contract, is now ?
A. I believe it is in my office.
Q, Ia it in your and your brother's ef-

money ?
A. No s 
Q.” How would he forfeit it ?
A. If the package fell into j 

Allan s hand. If any of the i 
came out until some time, I forg 
after the session closed, he 
the package and $17,500.

Q. Did he ever tell yon who * 
np the $17,500 to "Turn 7 

A. No.
Q. Did he tell you any one 

him $25,000 7
A. No. He told rae no one was | 

anything. _
Q. You Bay that that package, 1 

informed, contained all the lett 
portance. Did youLknow that : 
any other letters 7

A. I have no knowledge of any] 
Q Were you told that that 

talced all the letters or not 7 
A. He did not say whether 

all the letters. I have no knowljj 
did contain all.

This concluded the exam ini 
witness, and the Commission adji 
an hour.

On reassembling. Sheriff l,eblanoJ 
to his evidence were read 
He added to his account of hi.-§ 
with Sir George Cartier, the 8 
that gentleman aasur-d him the I 
Lower Canada should not be 

The Commission then adjot 
morrow.

The Commissioners

Among those present were S 
donald, Hon. H. L Langevin, I 
Aikins, Hon. T. N. Gibba, 1 
Chapais. Hen. J. <». F-eaubiei 
Starnes, Mr. F. W. c’umberlanfj 
Donald McInnes, Hamilton ; 
Mullen and Mr. D. Y. McMul 

The depositions of Hon. J. Ï 
D. McMullen, and Mr. D. Y. Me]fice -

A. I have only my brother’s word for it | read over and confirmed. Sev< 
that it was contained among the packages were made in the official short-1
which he placed in the office vault 

Q. I thought you said you saw it ?
A. 1 said I saw it a year ago.
(j. Have you not seen it since then ?
A. No.
Q. Did you see your brother place it in 

the vault then 7 
A. No.
Q. What did he do with it 7 Did he 

show it to you or did you ask to see it ?
A. He showed it to us.
Q Are you interested in the business 7 
A. Yes we are partners.
Q. He »tated it to you voluntarily ?
A. Yes.

■Q. What did he do with it after he

transcript, but since the e _ 
pear in the newspaper reports it I 
sary to have them. ~~

i Referring to his cross-e 
, John Macdonald, Mr. McMnl 
addition to his evidence with i 

i brother forfeiting $17,500 in : 
certain circumstances occurr" 1 
the correspondence. The witr 

j ing the Commissioners, said, i 
i —The conversation we had in r 
matter is what 1 wish the < 
to understand. This convei

ither and myM 
Parliament^ 

s that if f

betw

and his remark
showed it to you ? Did he put iu his pocket were dissolved, and the

I
to Chicago fernng to his

r wh at did he do
A. When i saw the c 

Picton. He afterwards 
and I have never seen th

Q. Then you were together in Chicago and ton the 
he left Chicago for the purpose of getting the Allan and 
contract signed and then afterwards you W hen I g 
saw him at Picton. How soon after he left 
Chicago did yon see him in Picton with a 
contract purporting to be a contract signed ?

A. Severs’ months.
Q. Had you not seen him in the mean-

A. He came to Chicago and returned.
The document, as I understood him, re
mained in New York for some time. He 
;afterwards went to New York and got it, donald. 
.and it was in passing through that he showed

ito Sir Hugh Allan's hands, ill 
brother, would forfeit $1

his brother showing

el ithis e
two interviews with my h___
and have confounded the evei 
each. Since looking at the < 
that instead of my brother s' 
tract to me at Picto:
Chicago. There is a 
I should like to make an 
Commissioners have no objet 
respect to a question pnt by 1 

The question was, “
, - - it the $20,000 he was |

among other things, a contract. Huntington ? Answer—
Tha was the first and only time you not. Q — He aid not ?

saw it?

Q. Do you know the endorsement on the so positively informed in thi 
package containing the correspondence ? that my brother and I had

A. No.
Q. Do you know anything on this p i I am so positive is tI vuu tiUU V» auj toULUg Lira «reran y vrais. . a———-------. u

I Î know of the package is that my ' the charge in the newspaper»
brother told me that the letter» were in the j paid witness, 1 made a point ' 
package, and there were two other notes, | I asked him particularly u 
one of which was addressed to Mr. Starnes, ! oeived anything. That is 

;to govern his action in regard to the delivery ! so positive on this point.
«ef the packets enclosed in the package. Hon. J. C. Chapais was

Mr. J. T. Ramsay—I understand there i examined in French by Ju<f 
is » contract or agreement in the packet j knew nothing whatever of 
addressed to Mr. Starnes, and signed by j charges against the Gover 
Mr. G. W. McMullen. I would suggest i not know from personal knoi 
that his signature be now proved, as this j Hugh Allan subscribed to
may be the only opportunity when this can j election fnnd ; he knew r*^4*
be done. I he saw it in the papers.

The Chairman—It is quertionabie whether Judge Polette here
that has any historical bearing on this in- Langevin to question the 
-qairy. It is a personal agreement between I Minister did*, follows : - 
.tiir Hugh Allan and G. W. MeMallen. | V- Yon have said just n


