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farmer. of Ste. Aune (le Sorel. for the performii- Deputy MinIster of Justice. who reported t at
ance of the said works? If so, what were Gibeault had failed to substantiate t.
the terns thereof? Subsequently, on the 4thi) of My, 18112. lie

Mr. OUIMET Translation.) Te Depart- repea.ted hIe charges inthe s:ane terms as1
%I. UlME. (rnlto.•"7i eai those inmwhir h they were or-igina-,lly state-ýd,

ment of Publie Works lias no knowledge of and askeld for a frthler inig at.e
there being any balances (lue to the persons matter was :again investigated hv an oficer
namned by the hon. member. Mr. Berlinguet of 11th D :umept of Justice. -and before
lias not sent any account. The Departmnent "ie investigatiin wais conclu1ded t- costa-
of Publie Works lias no knowledge of any i proposrd, through his entmsel, to with-
suns of money having been paid to Charles dra w the charges on c>ndiion of his be-
Mongeau. Napoleon Mongeau and Mauriceing nstated i his oftice. he having been
Mongeau. On the 10ti of Janiuary. 1892. a ith mJeantim& suspended. That was de-
cheque was issued to the order of Dolphi <lined, and î1î. investigation was proeeded
Millette for flic sum of $162 for stone dcliv-wt After hearing all the parties con-
ered at the Yamaska dam. Tlher is0 n n-1 vernd anl their witnesses. the ofticer re-
tract between the Governînent and Mr. Moise ported that the plaintiff had entirely failed
Lesperance. to substantiate his charges. On both occa-

sions. Gibeauli. was rer'esenlted by conslls(;l
TUBERCULOSIS IN CATTLE. aud the latter practically abandoned tie

Mr. SUTHERLAND (for Mr. M~ubk) charge of fanaticism. It was not deemed
asked. Has the attention of the Governiment necessary to have a sworn inquiry on state-
been called to a statement which entl flOnrs nEot made umîler ''ath. Mr. Gibeault's

appeared la portions of the press to the ef- charges appear not to have been well fon<d-
fect that certain cattle alleged to be suiffer- d.
ing froni tuberculosis were. on or about the J. J. DAViDSON.
17th of February instant, slauightered at TO- Mr. McMULLEN asked. When was J. J.
ronto by order of the health officer oft that Davidson appointed dry goods appraiser at
eity ? If so. whiat steps, if amny.have the Gov- Montreal? What was bis salary at time of
ernment taken and when, in order to ascer- appointment? Has lie been transferred fron
tain whether said cattle were actually af- Montreal to Toronto. and for what reason ?
fected with tuberculosis? Ha a <rn inamedl C(,uthhert of Tornto

Mr. F0STER. The Government has not
been informed respecting the allegation In the
question relating to the slauaiter of cattle
on the 17th Instant at Toronto, aifected by
tuberculosis. The Government has not up 1o
the present caused the provisions of the Ani-
mal Contagious Diseases Act to be a ppied
to the disease of tuberculosis aiong cattle.

DISCHARGE OF CONSTABLE G"lBElAULT.

Mr. RINFRET (for Mr. Choquette) asked,
1. What. are thei casons which led to the
discharge of Constable Gibeailt of 1the Do-
minion Police? 2. Was a sworn inquiry de-
manded by Constable Gibea.uLt, in relation to
his dismissal? 3. If so, was ii' granted; and
if not, why not?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This constable
was fined for* deserting 1is post while on
duty. He retaliated by nakinîg charges
against his superior officer, principbally of
fanaticism and partiality, vhich appeared on
investigation to be quite unfounded. These
charges were preferred in the iirst nstance
by the constable in conseqence of thuis ne.
and he requested perm'.s.on to witlhdraw the
objectionable terms in which they were
stated, alleging that bis letter containing the
charges had been written by another foir hin,
and that being unable to read or write lie
was not aware of the nature of thew lan-
guage which it contained. Having with-
drawn the . objectionable îanuage in the
charges, the charges tietselves were inves-
tigated on the 6th of February, 1892, by the

been appointed dry goods appraiser for
Montreal, and what duties is he disclarging
there? Has there been a young main of the
name of Lavoie appointed assistant apprais-
er in the dry goods department in the Cuis-
tom-house, Montreal ? What is his salary ?
las he had experience? Is he a son of one
of the collectors? Wlat experience has he
had, and is he the saine person wlo made
in 1891-92, out of Customs seizures, $287.85?

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. J. J. Davidson was
appointed dry goods appraiser at Montreal
the 1st of December, 19l. lis salary at
the tine of appointmnent was $1.100 per aion-
nuin; he was trains'rrd froin Monatreal to
Toronto becau-r an e!p .rie.4ed man was
required to take the place of dry goods ap-
praiser Sargeant (resignel). A person named
Cuthbert, of Toronto, was no.t appointed dry
goods appraiser for Montreal, but is now
acting assistant appraiser at Montreal. A
young man named Lavoie was appointed as-
assistant appraiser in the dry goods depart-
ment in the Custom-house at Montreal, at a
salary Of $800 per antun ; lie has ad ex-
perience ;he is not the son of one of t1he

collectors; tihere is no collector at present at
that port. He has Iad experiene since 1885.
in the dry goods appraiser's department,
and is the same person whoi recei ved in 1891-
92, out of Customs seizures, the sum of
$287.85.

SOUTH MIDDLESEX.

Mr. LAURIER. I would call the attention
of the First Minister to the vacancy in the
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