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TIMBER LICENCES.

The Government, with consummate in
difference. to the requirements of the 
faade, has not yet determined upon the 
rate and terms upon which licences to 
cut lumber are to be granted this year. 
He members of the Executive are more 
concerned as to how they shall save their 
own bacon than they are about attending 
to the business of the country. Probably 
the enormous amount of energy which 
they require to devise schemes to pre
vent their overwhelming defeat exhausts 
them, and they have no strength left to 
discharge those duties which are sup
posed to be attached to their position. 
Yet there will be a good deal of money 
needed, particularly if all the promises 
made to doubting Thomases’ are to be 
redeemed. We have heard of one large 
claim, which has been for some years in 
abeyance, but is now to be settled as the 
price of one members allegiance ; and 
from day to day come rumors of heavy 
expenditures promised, which will swamp 
the revenue of the country. Under 
these circumstances it will be necessary 
to make the income as large as possible, 
cr rather it would bo, if there was the 
■lightest possibility that the Westmore
land Combination would have the ex
pending of it.

But referring more particularly to the 
gpbject of timber licences it is certainly 
aKobt time that something was doué in 
reference to them. Operators do not 
know what to expect. Rumors of im
portant changes are in the air. It is 
■■id by some that seriods differences 
V£U)t in the Council as to what system 
should be adopted. This ihâÿ dr may 
riot be true. There is one thing certain, 
âàd that is, that by no possible means 
can regulations be made and published 
so as to reach the country until after the 
first of August, or more than a month 
after the expiry of last years’ licences. 
This may be the correct way ' of doing 
public business : but we doubt it.

Mr. Bar wash Explains.

Rev. Mr. Burwash sends us a note 
which we publish below. We admire 
the charity with which he attempts to 
defend Prof. Weldon’s assertion that no 
eue had his warrant to give any as 
sorance to the Conference. We will not 
now raise any question as to the value of 
any assurance given by a gentleman who 
draws such fine distinctions as Dr. Wel
don does ; but will simply add to what 
we have already said upon this subject, 
that now public attention has been 
called to it some action should be taken 
at the earliest possible day.

Sackville, July I7th 1882.
Vo the Editor of the Herald:

Sib,—I notice in your issue of the 15th 
inst. a sentence which implies that there is 
a “contradiction” between a statement I 
made in Conference and a letter of Dr. 
Weldon’s which you publish. There is no 
each “contradiction." The statement I 
made in Conference was strictly true ; so, 
also, is that in Dr. W’s letter that “no one 
had my warrant to give any assurance to the 
Conference, etc.” Dr. Weldon, unsolicited, 
made to me the statement I quoted in Con
ference. It had no official character what
ever ; it was merely the expression of his 
intentions—“Unsolicited," unauthorized, to 
avoid what I deemed a useless and a very 
undesirable discussion, I repeated in Con
ference what Dr. Weldon had said. As I 
had received no intimation from Dr. W. that 
our conversation was strictly private, I 
thought the circumstances justified my 
doing so. I now regret my action as Dr. 
Weldon, whatever may have been his in
tentions at the time of our conversation, 
does not wish to give to the public any in
timation as to his future conduct in reference 
to politics. Yours truly,

J. Burwash.

ORING THE REPRESENTATIVES.

If we understand the discussion which 
is going on in the St. John papers, Mr. 
Obiter, in administering the Public 
Works Department in St. John County, 
appears to ignore the members from that 
county, the reason being, we presume, 
that they are in opposition to . the Gov
ernment. If Mr. Colter is doing this, he 
is only putting in practice the lesson he 
learned during the four years in which 
he was an humble follower of Mr. Fraser ; 
bnt against such a course it is the duty 
of every person, who has any respect for 
the constitutional rights of the people, to 
raise their loudest protest. In taking 
the position that the members from a 
county should be consulted whatever 
their political opinion may be, with 
reference to expenditures within their 
constituency, the Opposition press stand 
upon ground which cannot be shaken ; 
and in view of the fact that in a few 
months the party, whose opinions these 
journals represent, will be in power, 
it is satisfactory to know that such 
«pinions are entertained by the ma
jority of the peoples’ representatives. 
The doctrine that a member of the As
sembly, and the people whom he repre
sents, have no rights unless he supports 
the Government, is simply monstrous, 
yet it has been propounded on the hust
ings and practiced by the public depart
ments. Indeed, we are safe in saying 
that but for its application to York County 
the present Chief Commissioner of Public 
Works would not have been hble to secure 
his re-election.

A Serious Hatter.

The evidence which has been de
veloped in the cases lately before Mr. 
Marsh and Mr. Anderson, and has been 
published in detail in the Herald is cal
culated to arrest public attention. The 
starting point was the evidence given by 
Henry McDonald against Patrick Bradley 
and William Russell for selling liquor 
against the Canada Temperance Act. 
Bradley and Russell have since prose
cuted McDonald for perjury. In the 
Bradley prosecution there is simply one 
state of facts sworn to by McDonald and 
another by Bradley. There is some 
otheiy'evklence but it is not important as 
bearing upon the oath of either of the 
parties. In Russell’s case, however, we 
have some very serious circumstances. 
In this case McDonald swore that he was 
accompanied by one Thompson when he 
went for the liquor. Thompson, how
ever, appeared before Mr. Anderson, and 
swore that on the day in question and for 
three days after he was at Fredericton 
Junction; but in the trial before the 
Police Magistrate two witnesses swore 
that Thompson was in the city on the 
day in question and the two following 
days. They also swear that Thompson 
and Russell had given him $20 to swear he 
was absent. Before Mr. Anderson, 
Lynch, the Boarding-house keeper, swore 
that McDonald asked him to get some 
money from Russell, and promised to 
go away if he did. He uenied that he 
had offered McDonald anything to leave 
town, On the other hand two witnesses 
have sworn before the Police Magistrate 
that Lynch did offer McDonald money to 
leave the city. It is vary clear that there 
is gross perjury somewhere. Perhaps 
veiy lew of our citizens bave any idea 
that such a state oi things Was possible in 
this community ; but the facts are there 
to speak for themselves.

ELECTION PETITIONS.

The number of election petitions this 
year is unusually large. From present 
appearances it seems as though a majority 
of the members of the Legislature would 
be proceeded against. . This is a most 
astonishing condition of things. Among 
those whose seats are contested are the 
Premier of the Province, the Provincial 
Secretary, the Attorney General, arid at 
least one other member of the Govern
ment. The position in which the Attor
ney General stands is somewhat novel, 
and a review of his brief record is not 
very edifying. A gentleman entirely 
without political experience, or the kind 
of legal knowledge which the chief law 
officer of the Crown should have, he was 
chosen Attorney General of the Province 
by an administration which was at its 
wits’ end for somebody to take the posi
tion. At the general election he was un
able to carry a single supporter with him, 
only escaping defeat himself by a resort 
to means which render his seat untenable. 
When a petition is filed against him for 
corrupt practices his agents immediately 
filed petitions against all the members 
from the County of St. John, and his col
league from the city, which petitions are 
in his own name. He appears as the pe
titioner in five cases—a somewhat un
usual position for the Attorney General of 
the Province. The seats which are now 
contested are—in St. John, the whole six 
members ; in Westmoreland, the four 
members ; in Kent, the two members ; in 
Madawaska, the only representative. A 
petition is also ready to be filed against 
the Albert members, and we have heard 
of one or two others.

LOST, STOLEN OR STRAYED.

The New Brunswick Government, when 
last seen, was running around the streets 
of Fredericton apparently looking for 
something it could not find.

There is not a member of the Execu
tive in town, and save a flying visit from 
Mr. Colter to the city, none of them have 
been here for some time. It is a subject 
for congratulation that the clerks in the 
public departments are able either to do 
the business of the country without the 
assistance of the chiefs, or else to invent 
excuses for the delays which the non- 
attendance of those gentlemen necessi
tates. We susgest that the Government, 
if it can find itself, should hand over 
everything to the officers in their depart
ments, and content itself with stay
ing at home and drawing, the salaries. 
Then there would be a prospect of the 
business of the country being attended 
to with promptness and that less blun
dering would be made.

Since the above was in type Mr. Landry 
arrived in town.

The Farmer says that Mr. Inches never 
denied his responsibility for the attack 
on Mr. Crocket. This is exactly in ac
cordance with what the Herald said at 
the outset. The matter stands this way. 
We stated that Mr. Inches was respon
sible for the attack. This the Farmer in 
effect denied. Our reply was that we 
had the authority of a gentleman, who 
had just come from Mr. Inches’ office, 
for what we said. The Farmer now tells 
us that Mr. Inches never denied his re
sponsibility. Then will the Farmer be 
good enough to tell us what it is making 
all the fuss about. If Mr. Inches is re
sponsible and admits his responsibility, 
then what the Herald said is entirely 
confirmed. No one cares who wrote the 
article, and we never made the least 
effort to convey the impression that Mr. 
Inches had done so.

THAT SNUBBING.

It seems to be taken for granted that 
the Canadian Parliament received a 
pretty severe snubbing from-the Im
perial authorities anent the Irish resolu
tions ; but as the substance of the 
despatch on the subject is kept locked 
in the breast of the ministry we can only 
guess at its contents. The conduct of 
the Canadian authorities is said to meet 
with the “emphatic disapproval’’ of the 
home government Really we are in a 
sad state in this Canada of ours. All 
Liberals are, according to the Tories, 
rebels and haters of British connection, 
and now we find that the Tories them
selves, who take all the credit of the 
Irish resolutions, have merited the 
“emphatic disapproval” of some Downing 
street official,\who for the present can 
pen his letters on official paper. It is 
very sad indeed. You may search 
through Canada and you will find no one 
loyal, no not one ; at which awful fact 
we stand appalled. Nevertheless the 
crops will continue to ripen and the 
spruce log market will remain much the 
same. --------- « -m m «---------

WAR IN EGYPT.

It is reported that a holy war has been 
proclaimed at Cairo. Massacres of Euro
peans continue to be reported from vari
ous sections of the country, and a formid
able outbreak at Cairo is expected. 
About 6,000 British troops are now at 
Alexandria and the numbers will be in
creased by two regiments. The Bedouins 
are massed in large numbers ontside the 
city, and are throwing up earth-works, 
being evidently determined upon making 
a determined stand.

iîieKhe<iiye has determined to dis
miss Àrabi from the office of Minister df 
War ; but the difficulty seems to be that 
Arab! will not be dismissed.

The Farmer is neither to be sneered, 
laughed or scolded out of its opinion in 
regard to the proper division of parties in 
the Assembly. It proposes to make a 
fresh start, and disregarding the past, 
start out on new lines for the future. 
This would not be a very difficult- task for 
the party which our contemporary repre
sents, which has been on every side of 
every political question. But seriously 
it is absurd to attempt to coerce every 
man who calls himself Liberal-Conserva
tive into favoring the Legislative Council, 
or every Liberal into opposing it. We 
take this as a sample issue in local poli
tics, but there are others which would 
prove equally well the fallacy of the 
Farmer's position.

------------------- ' » » m «------------------i—

The resignation of John Bright does 
not excite much comment. H*e stated 
in Parliament that he had nothing to ex
plain. The sole reason for his resignation 
was that he could not concur in the Gov
ernment’s Egyptian policy. If he had 
sooner retired it was because of his high 
regard for Mr. Gladstone and his other 
colleagues. Mr. Gladstone spoke briefly 
and highly eulogized Mr. Bright. He 
agreed with his principles, but not with 
his application of them.

xMr. Kelly’s seat in the Council.— 
The World appears to think it can settle 
the question, about Mr. Kelly’s seat in 
the Legislative Council, by saying that 
he has gone to reside in Ontario. True 
the law says that the seat becomes 
vacant when the Legislative Councillor 
ceases to reside in the Province ; but 
the same law also says that the Legisla
tive Council alone is to decide when a 
vacancy has taken place for such a reason.

The Reporter has discovered a boom 
in Fredericton, but' thinks it would 
surprise some people by stating that the 
N. P. “was even directly responsible for 
this condition of things.” We fancy such 
a statement from our contemporary 
would excite very little surprise ; but if 
anybody believed it, the result would be 
universal and overwhelmning astonish
ment.

The Province of Quebec is making a 
new loan of $1,500,000, and the other 
day it sold its Provincial Railway ; 
but it hss a Conservative Government. 
Globe.

---------------- » o i---------------

The Toronto Mail wants its contem
poraries to give politics a rest. What 
new mischief can the Tories be plan
ning ? i

NOTES AND NOTIONS.

—The house-flies are fleeing from Onta
rio. Probably they dread a further ad
vance in the tariff on sugar.

—The Sum is worried over the proposed 
protest against Prof. Foster in King’s 
County. It is time the luminary “ autho
ritatively arranged and announced” some
thing new.

—The “ Stirling Castle,” a new steel 
steamship, which made twenty-four miles 
an hour on her trial trip, has made the 
passage from China in- twenty-nine days, 
being 375 miles a day.

—Our contemporary the Free Press 
has a libel suit in prospect at the hands 
of the proprietors of the Beaver Line of 
steamers for alleged slanderous state
ments in reference to the steamer “Lake 
Nepigon.” The- Free Press claims it 
published the objectionable statements 
merely as a matter of news, and denies 
that this constitutes a libel.

—It would be a graceful act for the 
Dominion authorities to send the “ Cha- 
rybdis” to guard the Suez canal. She 
never would get back again.

Preliminary Examination.

The examination of Henry McDonald, 
charged with perjury, was resumed Saturday 
at ten o’ clock.

John L". Marsh, re-called. He identified 
the Wright complaint, which was put in evi
dence, subject to objection ; a summons was 
issued on the complaint. The summons pro
duced and put in evidence, subject to objec
tion. Bradley appeared by Counsel ; I took 
down the testimony given ; Henry McDonald 
appeared as a witness ; I think the prisoner 
was the man ; he was sworn and gave testi
mony ; on that occasion McDonald swore he 
was acquainted with defendant, Patrick 
Bradley ; that he does business on Regent St. 
in this city ; and that he was in his place of 
business yesterday, meaning the 7th of July, 
instant; that he was there three times ; the 
first and second time he did not see Bradley 
there, but there was a man from whom he 
purchased a pint of gin each time ; he said 
there were two men there whose names he 
did not know ; he went in the third time and 
Bradley was there, and he got a pint of gin 
from him and paid him 30 cents cash for it ; 
on cross-examination, he stated he was in 
there the first and second time, in the morn
ing, and the third time was after dinner; he 
said he paid for all the liquor he got.

Patrick Bradley, sworn. I am the pro
secutor ; I know the prisoner ; I was at the 
police office, and heard him testify on the 8th 
of this month ; I saw him on the seventh of 
July; I saw him in the shop in the rear of 
mine, occupied by Frederick Chase ; John 
McKeen was in the shop at the time ; don’t 
recollect of anybody else; it was about 11 
o'clock as near as I can-come at it ; I did not 
see him at any other time during that day ; 
he asked for a pint of gin ; I did not sell him 
gin that day, nor any other day; did not see 
any one sell him gin ; did not sell him any 
liquor that day, or anything at all ; he stayed 
I think, a minute, but not more than that. 1 
think I went out of the place before he did ;
1 was not in the shop between twelve and six 
o’çjoçk: I Wfl§ drunk, and went up-stairs 

and went to sleep.

Cross examined.—Chase keeps a liquor 
shop in the back part of the premises. He 
has had it there since the first of May ; I gave 
evidence before the Police Magistrate ; did 
not mention about being drunk; don't re
member whether I said before the Police 
Magistrate that I had not been in the shop in 
the afternoon ; I was an evidence on my own 
behalf.

Frederick Chase.—I know Patrick Bradley, 
the prosecutor, and Henry McDonald, the 
prisoner ; I do business in Fredericton, on 
Regent street, in rear of Bradley’s shop; I 
sell rum ; I saw Henry McDonald there on 
July 7th ; that is the only place around the 
premises where liquor is sold ; I sold McDon
ald liquor before that day ; he was in three 
times in the forenoon ; he got three pints of 
gin from me ; he was in three separate times 
and got a pint each time ; he paid me ; 
thirty cents a pint. It was between 7 and 8 
o’clock when he was there first, the second 
time I can’t tell when: the last time was 
about 11 ; I was away in the afternoon from 
12 till about 2 ; I was walking around town; 
McDonald was not there ; I had the key of 
the shop ; no one has a key that I krfow of ; 
did not have the key of the front place ; they 
could not get into my place from Bradley’s ; 
from 8 until 12 I was there all the time ; from 
12 to 2 I was out ; after 2 I was out and in, 
but had my place locked ; McDonald did not 
get any liquor from Bradley in that shop that 
day ; I was in the shop when Bradley told 
the prisoner to get out ; don’t know if Brad- 
was in when I gave him the gin ; I think 
Bradley told him to go out; I did not see 
Bradley in the shop S

Cross-examined—I was nota witness before 
the Police Magistrate on Bradley’s case; I 
heard that Bradley was charged with selling 
liquor to McDonald on the 7th July ; did not 
offer my service to Bradley as a witness ; was 
not summoned as a witness, was not asked to 
go as a witness on the trial of the case before 
Mr. Marsh : I told Bradley the day he was 
taken that I had sold him the rum ; I don’t 
know where McDonald was between 12 .and
2 ; don’t know if McDonald was in Bradley’s 
place between 12 and 2 ; don’t know if Brad
ley saw McDonald in his place of business 
between 12 and 2 ; don’t know if Bradley sold 
McDonald a pint of gin in his place of busi
ness between 12 and 2 : I don’t know as 
Bradley has a key such as that ; don’t know 
whether Bradley went into my place between 
12 and 2 and sold liquor to the prisoner ; I 
don't, know whether the statement I made to 
Mr. Wetmore that McDonald did not get any 
liquor from Bradley in my shop on that day 
is true or not.

Re-examined—When 1 speak of Bradley’s 
shop I mean the front shop ; when I stated to 
Mr. Lugrin that Bradley may have been in my 
shop and sold liquor the prisoner between 12 
and 2 ; I said it because it is possible Bradley 
may have another key to the shop ; I never 
knew of his having a key.

John McKeen—I know Patrick Bradley ; 
know the prisoner when I see him ; I was 
present at Bradley’s trial before the Police 
Magistrate ; heard McDonald give some of 
his testimony ; I heard him say he got the 
liquor from Bradley ; that he came in the 
back way; it was in the rear of Bradley's 
shop ; this is the place the last witness spoke 
of ; recollect July Jth ; I saw the prisoner 
that day in Chase’s place, in the back shop; 
Bradley was there, but not when prisoner 
came in ; he came in afterwards ; perhaps 
two or three minutes ; I and two others were 
then helping ourselves to a drink ; when 
prisoner came in he asked me to give him a 
drink ; I said I was not selling liquor or 
words to that effect : Bradley came in and 
prisoner asked him for a drink ; Bradley 
told him to get out ; he did not give him any 
liquor ; when I started to go out-Bradley 
followed me ; I left the prisoner there ; I 
went nwajt; the prisoner afterwards came 
along very drunk making threats that he 
was going to have somebody fined ; when I 
was leaving the shop Chase came in and 
went behind the counter'; this was nearly 
12 o’clock.

Cross Examined—I gave evidence before 
Mr. Marsh ; I was sitting down in front of 
Grieves’ 5 or 10 minutes when the prisoner 
came along; he was coming from the 
direction of Bradley's ; I don’t know where 
Bradley was when I was sitting down ita 
front of Grieves’.

Re-examined—I did not see Bradley that 
afternoon.

After dinner, Mr. Wetmore stated that he 
had no further witnesses to call.

Mr. Lugrin then asked that the complaint 
should be dismissed. He said that he would 
admit for argument's sake that the taking of 
the oath, and the statement 'of the persons 
in the Police Court had been sufficiently 
proved, but he would direct his argument 
entirely as to whether or not there had been 
sufficient proof of the falsity of the statement 
of the prisoner. To do this, be said two wit
nesses were necessary to prove this, and that 
in the present instance, the only evidence 
was that of Patrick Bradley. He read 
authorities in support of his contention. He 
pointed out that the sale deposed to by the 
prisoner was in the afternoon, and the testi
mony of McKeen and Chase referred to what 
took place in the morning.

Mr. Wetmore, in reply, said that this pro
secution was the first blow at the method of 
administering justice. He made a violent 
attack upon the prisoner, and comménted 
with great severity upon the course of the 
Police Magistrate in finding Bradley guilty 
and having him arrested in so summary a 
manner. He admitted that the law laid down 
by Mr. Lugrin was cqrrect: but he said that 
there was sufficient corroborative testimony, 
and he argued at some length to prove the 
sufficiency of the corroborative testimony.

The Magistrate stated that he would take 
time to consider as to xAat course he should 
adopt, and would remand the prisoner until 
four o’clock on Tuesday afternoon.

The examination of the prisoner on a pro
secution for perjury, preferred by William 
Russell, was then proceeded with.

William Russell was sworn—he said he 
knew the prisoner ; the first time he saw him 
was in Mr. Marsh’f office on Friday last. On 
Friday the 30th of June I did not see the 
prisoner; t dos’t recollect seeing him 
at all that day ; I did not sell him 
a pint of brandy that day ; I have not bad 
brandy in my stable for over a year to my 
knowledge ; I sold him no liquor at all of 
any description ; I went up Nashwaak on 
the mornine of the 30th of June ; I got back 
at one o’clock ; I did not go to my stable; 
I sent my son and got another horse and 
drove away immediately ; I went to my 
brother’s on Brunswick street and went 
right to Spring Hill ; when I came in the 
yard it was just about dusk ; I did not go to 
the stable till8 o’clock or perhaps nine; 
I never put a drop of liquor even to a flask 
in my stall, nor drank in my stall, nor give 
him or any one else liquor to drink in a stall 
in my stables or any where else.

Thomas Thompson—Know Henry Mc
Donald; on the 30th of June last I did not 
go with him to Russel's stables; I never 
went with him near the stable at any time ; 
I did not go to Russel’s stable and remain 
outside while he went in ; I was at F’ton 
Junction : I went on the Tuesday before and 
came home on Monday last ; I was visiting 
my uncle Chas. Buckingham.

At this point no other witnesses being 
present the further hearing of the case was 
adjourned until Monday at 10.30.

The examination of Henry McDonald on a 
charge of perjury was resumed Monday. 
The witnesses examined were George Russel, 
John A. Lynch and Nathaniel Smith.

GEORGE RUSSEL
said that he was a son of William Russel ; 
he remembered the 30th of June ; was about 
his fathers stable all that day ; his father was 
not there between 8 or 9 in the morning and 
7 or 8 at night ; McDonald was not on the 
premises all day.

JOHN A. LYNCH

said he had a conversation with McDonald 
last monday week about the complaint 
against Russel ; he said I asked McDonald 
if he had sworn against the men for selling 
liquor; he said he had ; I said I did not be
lieve he got any brandy from W Russell, nor 
did I believe he had got any liquor from 
Bradley since he was fined $50 ; McDonald 
said it did not make any difference, they 
could not put him down, for he got the liquor 
and paid for it\ I asked where he got the 
liquor in Russelrk barn, if he did not swear 
he got it in a stall\he said he did I asked 
asked him if he woutB* know Russell it he 
saw him ; he said he would ; I asked him if 
he was a smooth faced man, or had a whis
ker ; he said a whisker ;.I asked him if it was 
light or dark ; he said dark ; I asked how 
dark ; lie said black ; I said I did not believe 
he got any liquor there at all ; he said he got 
liquor from somebody there and paid 50 cents 
for it ; I told him they would make him smart 
for it if he did not ; he said it was not his 
fault anyway ; he said every man was trying 
to do his best for himself in this world, 
and the policemen had been to him and 
pumped him and offered to pay him ; after
wards I saw him again ; lie told me lie was 
all packed and wanted to go away ; he had 
made up his mind that thé police had got him 
into a scrape : I asked where he was going ; 
he said to St John, and he wanted to know 
if the parties would give him $5 ; I said I 
would see ; I did see Russell, but lie would 
not give anything ; I told McDonald so, and 
advised him to leave. On cross-examination 
lie said he did.not offer McDonald $5 and one 
of Russell's horses to get out of town with.

NATHANIEL SMITH

swore that he had been in Russell’s three 
times on the day in question to see about a 
wagon he bad mended : he did not see Rus
sell.

The examination of Henry McDonald, on a 
charge of perjury, was resumed Tuesday.

JOHN L. marsh

was sworn—He said he had been Police 
Magistrate, and know William Russell ; a 
complaint was laid against him for selling 
liquor ; this was on July‘7th 1 have the com
plaint; it is made by Zebedee Wright; the 
complaint was produc ed ; I issued a summons 
the same day; summons produced ; Russell 
appeared and pleaded not guilty ; I know the 
prisoner; he appeared as a witness it the 
prosecution was sworn and give evidence ; 
this was on the eight of July; he said “I know 
défendent; he is in con rt ; he does bisiness 
in a livery stable at the upper end of the city 
on Queen street on this side just below the 
steam mill ; I was into his place of business; I 
with Thomas Tliomp son ; he stood outside ; 
I saw defendant and another man; gotintoxi- 
cating liquors there ; got a pint of brandy ; 
paid for it ; defendant gave it to me ; I paid 
him for it, fifty cents for the pint; I got it in 
the stable; went into the door of the stable 
and walked right through to rear of stable;

it is kept in a place a horse used to stand ; I
saw no counter there ; he gave it to me out 
of a jug; I got the liquor therè last Friday 
week, the last day of June last. He did not 
state at what time of day he got this.

MR. LUGRIN
argued that there was an entire absence of 
corroborative testimony in this case. The 
only person who denied the sale of liquor 
was William Rnssell. So there is oath 
against oath, and that is not enough. Itmay
be claimed that Thompson’s evidence is cor
roborative, and so it is ; but it is only the 
testimony of one individual, and it is denied 
by M’Donald. Both statements of M'Donald 
should be disproved by two witnesses to 
make out a case of perjury.

MR. WETMORE,

in reply, argued that there was a complete 
chain of corroborative circumstances, and 
that it was not necessary that all the inci
dental facts should be proved by two wit
nesses. He also referred to the remarks he 
had made on Saturday in reference to inde
cent haste by the Police Magistrate, and 
said, in fair play to Mr. Marsh, he ought to 
say that he has since learned that his re
marks were not called for. His mistake 
arose out of an impression on his mind that 
the Bradley ease had been adjourned until 
Saturday. Mr. Marsh was not open to any 
charge of indecent haste in the matter.

Judgment will be given in this case and in 
the Bradley case at 4 o’clock on Thursday.

The adjourned case of William Rnssell, for 
violation of Canada Temperance Act, was 
then resumed.

George Russell sworn said : I remember 
my father leaving the stable the morning of 
the 30th of Jnne between 8 and 9 o’clock;
He returned about one o’clock. He went 
to the house ; my father remained in the 
house; did not go to the stable; when I 
took the horse over to him he got in the 
wagon and drove away ; he returned be
tween 7 and 8 o’clock that evening ; I know 
McDonald when I see him ; he was not in 
the stable all day ; I was left in charge of 
the stable and was told to clean the harness;
I was there all day except when I went to 
dinner; I never knew defendant to keep 
liquor in any of the stalls, nor never saw any 
liquor in any place where a horse used to 
stand. The stalls are all occupied with 
horses.

Cross examined by Vandine—I remember 
the 31st June; I might not havfe thought 
of this day, if this matter had not come up ;
It is a usual thing for the defendant to come 
home and go away again without going near 
the bam ; there is a room we keep harness 
in, in the rear of the office ; I never saw any 
liquor in it ; never saw any liquor in the 
barn only when brought in in bottles by 
outsiders ; never sold any nor saw any sold 
there in any part of the barn ; father went to 
the barn after he returned that night.

Richard Chapman, sworn, said: I have a 
slight recollection of June 30th; was work
ing for Nathaniel Smith ; we were working 
for the defendant that day ; I was in the 
stable after dinner; did not see him there; 
do not remember what I wanted him for ; I 
was there three times that day ; I did not see 
him there.

To Sergeant Vandine—I remember the day 
by the bosses’ book ; I do not have access to 
the books ; I looked to see what day the de
fendant’s wages were fixed; I never saw any 
liquor sold in any part of that stable, and 
never bought any liquor there ; have drunk 
it there ; got it from fellows having flasks. ,,

James Martin was called on to prove \ 
Thompson was in town, being sworn, said : 
the statement made by Thompson that he 
was not in McDonald’s company on 30th 
June is not true, and it is not true he went 
away the previous Tuesday, not returning 
till the following Monday flight ; on Sunday,
11th inst., I went to McDonald’s house to 
dinner ; Thompson followed me in the back 
door and said to McDonald, “Look here,
Harry, are you going to stand trial with Mr. 
Russell on Thursday ?” McDonald replied,
“ Yes : I stood it^once and I will stand nntil 
it comes off.” Thompson said, “If yon do 
it will make it worse for me and Russell, too ;
I will tell you what I’ll do ; I got $20 from 
Russell this morning; I will give you ten if 
you will clear out and not appear against 
him ; because if you go up and I am there I 
cannot deny that I was with you when you 
got the liquor.” After making some reply 
McDonald went away ; there were Mrs. Mc
Donald, Mrs. Cochran, myself and some 
children present and heard the conversation ;
I saw Thompson in McDonald’s house the 
Suudav immediately following the 1st July.

Mrs. Cochran was next called on and 
testified—I know McDonald ; I live in his 
house with him and his wife ; I know Thomp
son; I saw him at McDonald’s a fortnight 
ago last Friday and twice on last Tuesday 
week ; the first time he came there and 
wanted McDonald to go get some drink ;
McD. went out with him and returned alone; 
on Tuesday week last he eftme there ; when 
lie first came in McD’s wife and mysejf were 
the only ones present ; when he came in at 
noon Martin was there ; He asked McD. if he 
(McD.) would go away if he gave him $10 ; 
McDonald said lie would not ; he said that 
Russell had give him $20 to come and swear 
he got no liquor from him on Friday ; Mc
Donald said lie would not have anything to 
do with him ; John Lynch came in Monday 
and told McDonald that two of the three 
that had been fined for selling liquor offered 
to give him $5 if he would go away ; he said 
he would hire a horse and drive him away in 
what ever direction lie wanted to go and as 
far as he wished to go ; McDonald refused to 
g°-

To Mr Russell Lynch did not mention 
your name.

The case was adjourned until this morn
ing at 11 o’clock.

—Speaking of the Costigan manifesto 
to Charlotte County,the Ottawa Free Press 
says :— *

We are at a loss which to admire most— 
the loftiness of the appeal, the purity of the 
diction, or the stupendous impertinence of 
the man who could conceive and write so in
sulting qn epistle.

—Mr. Hanington is spoken of as the 
probable successor of the late Mr. Seely 
as President of the Legislative Council, 
lie is perhaps as well qualified by legisla
tive experience for the position as any 
member of the Council.


