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lie Accounte Committee-it je true that it
appeared that Mr. Murray had bought the
wharf property for $700 frm Mr. O'Leary,
and that the government, having in view
the possibility that it might be required,
had the chieff engineer make an examina-
tian ai the praperty. Mr. Murray gave ta
the engineer an option an the property. But
the government did not determine ta buy if
for several months alter that, and not unti]
it was twice reported on, and not until the
chiai engineer of my department and my-
self wera pariectly satisfied that the pro-
party wae a goad bargain at $5,000. I do
not hesitate to say here to-night, and I do
not hesitata ta say anywhere, that the
governiment got a good bargain for the sum
ai $5,000. And 1 want ta repeat a remark
1 made bafore the recese, that it je an ex-
traordinary thing that, although the hon.
gentleman had ahl the witnesses haie from
Riehibucto, although hie had here one-o
the most prominent citizens of Richibucta,
ha did nat venture ta produca a single wit-
nees ta testify ta the value oh the property
except Mr. Richard O'Laary, although wit.
nass alter witness was produced ta tastify
thst the property was well worth $fr00(C,
one witness put in the value aB high as
$10,000. It je a fact 'which, 1 think, ought
ta have great waight with this committae
that the hon, gentleman was net able ta
produce a single witness from the town of
Richibucto, with a population ai about
1,000, except Mr. O'Leary, who would ques-
tion the value ai the praperty, and who
was preparad ta say that it was worth
Dne dollar less than $5,000. Sa far as
that praparty je concernaed, I have no hesi-
tation in daiending anywhare tha purchase
which was made by tha government. That,
howavar, je beside the question.

The hon, gentleman has asked me ta give
an assurance ta-night that Mr. Thomas
Murray.will not be appointed foreman of
this work. The hion. gentleman has chosen
té make a statement as ta what took place
before the Public Accounts Committea, he
has made a charge based, as he saye, upon
evidenca behore that committee, that Mur'
ray has been guilty of a fraud and a cri-m-
inal set againet the governiment. Sir, 1
have lerned during the- course of my pub-
lie caree'r, not ta ju>dge people until the
tribunal which je called upon ta try them
has made ite report, and I decline ta-night,
until that committee has reportad the evi-
dence, until I have had an opportunity of
examining it, and until this committea ha.
had an opportunity ai examining it, I de-
dline ta express any opinion as ta the con-
duet of Mr. Mur.ray, who wae the fareman
of the 'wark: I have not made any appoint-
ment of a foreman, 1 h~ave net decided te
make Mr. Murray foreinan of the work for
the coming year. When I do so, if I act
improperly. my conduct will be open ta
question by the hon. gentleman, as well as

by other hion, gentlemen. Now then, rny
hion. friend etates that Mr. Murray fraudu-
lentiy put in bille for $12 per thousand for
lumber which oniy cost $7. 1 do flot knoW
what je the evidence before the cornrittee;
I was not preeent at ail the meetings oî
the cornrittee, though. 1 was at one or two
of thern, za, I did nôt hear ail the evidence.
But I have been informed that the average,
cost of the lumber was $12 per thousand,
that same of it was bought at the lower
price of $7, some of it coat s.15; but it was
ail put in at the average price ai $12 per.
thousand, which would be the average cast
of the total quantity of lumber. I do not
know whether that etatement is true or not,
and I arn not prepared to discues it untir
the committee makes its report and has
been discharged from the performance of
its duty in connection with that matter.
As 1 have already said, 1 have corne ta no
conclusion ta appoint Mr. Murray. The
matter hae nat been up for consideration.
Ail I arn asking now je a vote for the con.
tinuance ai the work. 'When the tirne,
comee to appoint a foreman, 1 can assure
my hon. friend that no one wiil be apý
pointed againet whom there can be a
shadow of suspicion, so far as integrity je
concernded.

Mr. BARKER. I do nat intend ta go in-
ta, the question ai the ather wark as ta
which Mr. Murray was charged with im-
prapriety as an afficer ai thie government;
I propose tia confine my remarks ta the
item befare the House. I understand that
the persan alluded ta has been daing certain
work in connection with the item now be-
fore the Hause, and an hion. member af thie
House sys that that persan an officer ai the
gaverniment has been cheating this country
in connection with that wark, has been de-
iiberateiy and wilfully defrauding the gov-
erniment by charging up an article as cost-
ing $12 when hie only paid $7. That je the
point. We are asked ta give the hon, min
ister f urther maney ta go an with that work.
and hie je asked whether hae je going ta con-
tinue as fareman this man who ie under
that charge. He saye, I will consider that
matter at the proper time. Now 1 do not
mean ta say that because an han. member
ai this House has made so grave a charge,
upon hie responsibility as a member, as
that an employee ai the minister has been
robbing thie country, that necessarily that
charge shauld justify us in withhdlding the
money from. the minister; but 1 do say that
it je a. praper questian for the members af
this House to consider, ta diseue, and it
is praper to drag, if necessary, irom. the
minister a clear, businees-like answer.
The minister knows that that charge has
been made, 1 think hoe has known it,
certainly hoe knaws it now. I ask him
naw if, in the intereet af thie country,
he thinke it right te continue that man in


