
VerHiitioM iiu<l <litl not follciw it ? A. F

think I must luvvi' Imm-u tlHTc iluriiii;

till' liiMt pjiit of the cuuviii'sutioii only.
I do not roniiMnbtU' \vli;it ^'iis said.

Q. You took no notice; of it? A. I

mi^ht havo iit the liniu, f'nt I knnw lUnl

ii/tt-r (hij/ went nwdi/ Mu. Ui'ss. u. iJifdaineU

to me the tuljimtiiu'iit t/iitt htid liten inivle.

(). What took phuo on that? A,
Upon Ihtlt hi' titlil nil' to orrfxirv t/n- tlrJiCri/i

fton to hr iunerti<l in the, uuinorumltim to

Council.

O. Did you do so ? A. I did so.

Q. And iho H'port wont to Council?
A. I consulted Mr. Kussoll about the
de.scription at the tiin*! as I had to tak<'

from this nhm of loc.ord in the IVpart-
mont. I had to y;et the nhm of record

tlie Department in onier to ascin ;ertain

about what section post.s one of tlicpoh
hi cboundary lines would como at, 'u order

that anybody who made a surv ' of

tlio V)erth would have no diffii'u}ry ;

doinj; so.

Q. As a matter of fact, who prep.ircd
the description?
A. I prepared the descrioL^an an'i

then explained to Mr. Russoll what '

had done.
Q. Then Mr. Rnsse?I ins'rnrte<l y )u

what settlement had l)een arrived at ?

A. Yes.
Q. You prepared a description mvl

showed it to Mr. Russell?
A. Yes.
Q. Did yoii draw up the memoran-

dum to Council ? A. Yes.

(By Hon. M. Chapleau: p. 70.)

Q. When you saw Mr, Rykert and
•Mr. McCarthy together witli Mr. Lind-
say Russell, had they a map beforo
them? A. Yes. they liad a .sketch.
' Q. Were they talking about that
sketch with the Deputy Minister? A.
Yes, they were sitting on a sofa at the
time and Mr. Russell was sitting be-
tween the two, and he had the sketcli

in his hands and I came in either by
accident or he rang my bell atid Mu.
Ru.ssELL said thei/ were arranging this

matter and making an adjustment.

S.
There was a sketch in his hands
you say you did not hear any spec-

ial conversation. You state also it was
at the end of the iniorview. Did you
understand by what you saw, by the
little you heard, that it had been agreed
to accept the sketch as finally arranged
between Mr. Russell and them ?

A. Mr. Russell told me that there

9

waH to b^ no contlift l»iitwef>n the aj)-

plicutions, that AdaniM was to givf ui>

the »outlii«rn jiortion of Iuh IxTth and
Shr>rtre«3d A Laidlavv ."^ application was
to 1k) moved down so that tbey would
not I'onllirf one with the other.

(^. You did not hear anything to that
effect when the three w(»ro together?
A. I do not rememlter them .saying any-
thing about that. They were talking
together when I went in.

(.^. Wore they talking as people who
• diflered or as a jx'ople who agreed? A.
rioy ngrfeil . certnii lif,

t,j|. You underxttitid hif irhnt panned in your
prinnice tin;) then and thin ogrfrd. and
iminediattig n/terwui'dn Mk. Kus.skm. fnid

thix in arranged. A. Yen.

t^. Are you positive about that fact?
A. 1 am ponitive., gen.

Q. Yoii are positive the thrtw had
agreed, and immediately afterwards
Mr. Russell said, this is adjusted? A.
Yts.

(j And tlie report UHM prepared and sent,

to t'o' :ii t A. Yi6

WHERE IS rfiE <!(>NKI.Hrr.

And yet in the face of this evidence
you have the audacity to report that
there was a strong conflict of evi<lence

as to the date at which the agreement
between Mr. McCarthy and myself was
made, liut tVat you were ob!i,..r'vl to

arri"^e at the coi;c,lusion that ir was.
made after 10th of April. Yon
display your great impartiality
as a judge do you not, in
this conclusion? If a jury were
to give a similar verdict on the same
statement of facts, you would say,
they had periured themselves. This
is a fair sample of the malice and spleen
which you exhibit^ towards me
throughout the trial, and .shows cle riy
that you would resort to the most con-
temptible of means to crvish a jtolitical

opponent. But the noat surprising
thing of all is the humilif ^ing position
in wnich the Minister of Justice i)laced

himself by permitting you to i>ass a re-

port -which he knew was not founded
upon the evidence, and which is in direct
conflict with the verdict which he had
before pronounced upon the same state-
ment of facts. The reason for the change
will be apparent when the clauses seven
of your first and compromise reports
are fully examined. In the former you
charge th^ Department with wrong
doing and that the conduct of its officers


