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lanfi Canal. T do not mean to accuse Mr.
18 or the gas company of being the
Cause of the unfortunate drowning ac-
¢ident by which a young man and a young
woman lost their lives ; but it is a question
9T you to consider, when I get through,
Wheli_ler- they did not contribute, to a
Certain extent, to the death of those two
Poople. A young man named Clark and
gt Young lady named Miss Kennedy left
of Catharines on the evening of the 18th
of August, 1885, for a drive along the bank
o the canal. They had a perfect right to
Xpect to find the gas burning. The canal
Ank is g road used by the public. At
ach gate, wherever a bridge crosses the
ﬁanal, every bridge-tender has a key, and
}? locks the gate if the road is not open to
© public. When Mr. Clark and Miss
h %““ed_y drove along the canal bank they
3d a right to expect that the gas would
urning full flare, because they knew
ev?d country was paying for it. The
ul énce goes to show that the gas was
a ™ed down at the time the drowning
2 o"- Donald McPhee, an expert, and it
oes to show that where Mr. Clark and the
{eung lady were drowned, if the gas had
W:li turned full flare a hole in the side-
wag hcould have beén seen. No inquest
i eld. I do not like to say that the
nillence of the gas company prevented
the Nquest, hut Edward Goodman, who is
. Coroner, and who is also a director in
the 833 company, was on the spot after
hel d”«CCIdent. However, no inquest was
vide I remember the lock-tender gave
Ders 0¢e on this question; he was the only
tion Ot“ during the whole of the investiga-
<ou] do Whom 1 said an unkind word. He
hot tell me, though he wus within a
ow undred feet of where Mr. Clark was
lock ned, and was the lock-tender at that
night Whether the gas was burning that
ght or not; and I said to him: “ You are
Goclow-nothing,” The evidence of Mr.
Page mlan, the coroner, will be found on
con, S 1531 to 1537. He says that the gas
towfr?jny gave Mr. Ellis free gas and $100
thoy hs his testimonial because the
81'1~§11t he was worthy of it. Joseph D.
rove t} the old gentleman that tried to
i 1C that Mr. Demare pays for the gas in
With :’Ese, 8ays that he has nothing to do
usin © gas metres—that his son does that
he poo ™ He says further, at page 93, that
88 nothing to do with the accounts. I

Ctident occurred. I took the evidence of

remember, at the time I asked him the
name of his son, and he said Joseph, and I
said: “ We have got the wrong Joseph.”
But this old gentleman is recalled for the
defence, and his evidence will be found at
page 2325. He says he took the record of
the meter at Mr. Demare’s house and found
that he had used 25 or 30 cents worth of

as. When first called he knew nothing
at all about this—said that his son attended
to the matter; but when he comes to give
his evidence later on he knows all about it,
I think it will be found that Mr. Demare
gets his gas free, because the Governmeont
pays forit. Mr. Carroll says that he never
rendered Mr. Demare an account. Why
should he render him an account? Mr.
Demare takes his gas after it goes through
the Government metre, and he has burnt
it for three years in his house, using five
jets, as can be seen from Mr. C. Demare’s
evidence. Mr. Carroll further remarks
that he never fendered an account to Mr.
Demare although Mr. Demare had asked
forit. Itisverystrange and very improb-
able evidence. There was a witness named
Vanderburg, a very important individual,
who gave evidence at the investigation.
He is the gentleman who, when first called,
knew nothing about the band hall—had
only seen it in passing by it; but when
re-called remembered that he had a mort-
gage on the property. This man’s evi-
dence, as you will see by reading it,
at page 490, was most unsatisfactory
as to the management of repairs and works
on the: Welland Canal, the manner in
which the time is kept and also his charges
for travelling expenses. He charges as high
as $205.90 in one year for railway, fares.
The first time he was called he swore that
he paid full fare, but I got out of him
when he was re-called that he only paid
between $32 and $36. I refer you to his
evidence, pages 1548 to 1559. You will
also observe that his mode of keeping
time was very unsatisfactory: he mixed
red and black marks, writing one over
the other—the red marks were in
mourning, at times. There ought to
be a ditferent system of time—keepin%
Now, it is strange that Mr. Ellis would
certify to this man’s account when he must
have known, or ought to have known, that
he had not been paying any such sum for
railway faves; but it is easily explained .if
you will look over the pay-lists. You can

see, almost invariably, that whenever Mr.



