
on the ludlcrou.. How b™ie„ly th« Con.erv.tive government voted
•nd expended public money, for private and parti«n purpo.e., and
offered bnbe. to greedy follower., and to the ba^r element of certain
communities, are embalmed in the record, of Parliament. In Tory
day. the rule wa. to GIVE CONTRACTS TO THE HIGHEST

ll^^^""^^
^^° ^''^'^ 'N RETURN A SUBSTANTIAL

CONTRIBUTION TO TORY CAMPAIGN FUNDS. Million, of
the people', money were Kjuandered in thi. manner.

COIISEHVATIVE REIGN OP GRAFT.

Public attention having been ,0 much directed at graft and the
alleged improper uw of public money it might be well to Uke a glance
at Conservative hi,tory in thi. regard. If the Liberal, were turned
out of power, the Conservative, would .ucceed them. It would be
mtere.tmg to know how the Con^rvative. acted when they were in
charge of public affair..

Take the McGreevy-Ungevin scandal the figure, are .ufliciently
eloquent without comment.

McGREEVY-LAWGEVIH STEAL.

Co.t to contractors of work done 49 loi osn« . ._ ^ •^,184,250
Cost to country „
„ , ,

'^ 3,138,234
Contractors' proSt, a large part of which went into the Tory

campaign fund ^^^^
Loss to country after deducting fair profit 700,000

CURRAir BRIDGE GRAFT.

Estimated cost
. . , *I22,000
Actual cost

, ^ 430,000
Loss to country „„ „._^

270,000
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