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I anticipated from what he said that some of Tins disavowal was not sought for the from using these vouchers, or 
Mr. Todd’s friends from Moncton would be niirnmut of uff^tina th# ieen# *r- * “*here on Monday I was not surprised when Purpose ot atlecnng the issue ot the ar- 
Mr. Killunt came in and settled. hit ration, which it coilld not influence

This is plausibly put but there is ab- in any way, but for the purp«»#e of satis- 
■ol.itely nothing in it In the mid.t ot 'J™* M.r Todd . brethren that there 
the tore diatreaa brought oh Mr. Todd were no facts to warrant the letter known 
b, Mr Milner's unwarrantable apVli- U! Mi"' fw“,r* a"d‘hfl ** ™1 
cition of the harrasaing power, given nUwyer . efforts to Work up a cue.
him by the law, it it not unnatural The dramatic oduring givéo to the «tene 
that hi, friends .hould seek some means Mr; M,lner> “nred, has no-
of affording relief, and it was with this thln8 warrant it. 
thought that Mr. Bell called upon Mr. Again Mr.' Milner says:
Milner. He was nf>t asked to go by " That letter 1 affirm does contain true and 
Mr Tiwld nt.r had he anv anthnritv well-founded charges in every particular, ex- Mr. l oua, n<>r had he any authority to ccpl in one or lwo H|ight and unimportant —
settle, nor did he intimate to Mr. Mil- pographicul errors, not affecting their char 
ner, directly or indirectly, that Mr. ier. I repeat that hi Mr. Toddi Ledger or 
Killant or any one else ««’coming to SMST$SK&flSi
settle. Mr. Bell had no knowledge estate Mr. Todd wrote-----—---------

- — ............................................ * Christopher Kstubrooks, $10.42. "Pd.T« T., __
and over* the name of Alex. Kasterbrooks, paid 
$59.90, “ Pd. T. T.” And Mr. Todd and Mr. why 

. , , __ . Cahill obtained from these pai ’
We quote again from Mr. Milners ly rvee ii>t*he^umount

in 1873, by which credit was given Mrs. Sears 
for such sums; that these sums were charged, 
by Mr. Todd and Mr. Cahill against Mrs.
Hears before the arbitrators and claimed, and 
upon their being disputed by Mrs. Hears*
Counsel, these receipts were actually produc-

t4> J>rVYF, ll,e, payments, and Mr. Todd WM simply to show that the be swore he believed the amounts were paid, or . , * J. ... „ ,
else the acc<|ut^s would not have Iteeii receipt- not kept scientifically, we shot 
«d- And Mrs. Hoars was compelled to call the argument and dismiss the pai 
both Chris, and Alex. Kasterbrooks who prov- .7» f.n-tl.,,*- l.„*ed they never had been paid oue cent The without further notice, hut tv 
Church Committee now state that Mr. Todd’s it was Mr. Millier s purpose to

*■»< 
wrote “ Pd. T. T." over an account, took a re- the steer, the hay, Ae., were 1 
ceint for the amount and claimed credit for it counted for and that the estate \ 
^wmlnAw^r^r thl1' fr»mled to the viln. thereof,

We are .mated to find Mr. Milner de"tl>' »"*. Cer» 'n ,*ho. h“..n 
deliLerutely making ,.,ch .latemeoU « Pan,“r*l,h h“ “nde"*,’,,d 
there, knowing, « he must, l,ow unfair therefore neccwary to pay ream 
they are. In the Ledger, u it i. call- *“ ,heM d,“rK«*-
ed, was a list headed “ AocounU pre- With respect to the marsh pui 
stinted against the Estate,” and in these by Wheaton the balance of 971 
Mr. C. Easterbrooks is down for 910.42, thereon was arranged foi 
Mr. A. Easterbrook for 909 60, J. R. Wheaton by Mr. Todd as a 
Ayer for 995.55, Arc. Ac. These ac- «action purely between those

receipted account we quote his evidence:
(Witness shown an account) " I 

think this is my account. 1 think there 
..« j ... .. . . . was £10 turned with Mr. Wood for me.

hi. They paid m. the balance all but £3.
Todd charged himself with $775 received from (Cross ex.) I don t keep any books in 

really part David Wheaton, balance on a lot of marsh. T *
J 1 Mr. Cahill always Insisted until after Mr.

Todd and he formed an alliance last summer, 
to defeat Mrs. Scars in the arbitration, by the 
proceedings in thé . Probate Court, that Mr.
Todd ha<l received and kept that money.
Where lias he credited the Estate with the 
ox sold to John Fawcett for $34: where the 
•steer sold to Elijah Kasterbrooks fo* $8.50; 
where the grass and account against John B.
Tingley amounting to $62.50 How was it he

------- 1 ty- charged the Estate with having paid Joseph
their chafae- Thompson $72.80 when Thompson swore ho 

* 1 :, — had only received $60.80. Todd and Cahill
in a both swore they thought they had paid him 

t the $68. If the books are correct, why should 
they have charged Mrs. Hears with having 
- $72.80, when they thought they had only

$68, and as fact paid only $60.80. But 
multi ply Instances; indeed when the

_ - - ------Book kept by Mr. Todd only shows a
.. Jiich receipts total of rceeiirts of $0,379.45, and the Real Es

te Probate Court tate all sold In Full.,1872,alone realized $10,840.00 
leaving $1,470 unaccounted for liesidcs the

Emnnl Estate, leaving a balance of some 
00 to $5,000 wholly unaccounted for by his

k“-" 379 45.

measures were taken, to settle with Mrs. Mr, Mill
HmmI That mnnli .hi.aiul urnman hwj Viaai.*P U! W r PTTT It will therefore be seen that at this

early date Mr. Cahill was alone recog- 
•r €. Milner's Beply le Ike Meport ef In- m Agent,

vesllgallng C’onunlllee on the charges Mr. Todd never in any transaction of 
against Eev. Thee. Todd. any importance acted alone and on his

_____  own reponsibility, but Mr. Cahill fre-
To the editor of it* Toft. quently did The Report i. therefore

0 v • r rpt__ A__». - correct, m defining the position of Messrs,“ue ° Tïï™d*y,J*ït’ Cahill red Todd L Agent .nd A»i»t- 
25th.net.) contain, .lengthy reply by ,nt_nut that theto relation, were re 

C. Milner, Bnf., to the Report made by fixed lt the ouUet,but that, a. the bu.i-
ness was done, that came to be the re
lation practically sustained by them.

In reference to the remark as to the 
. “ indecent haste” of the gentlemen in

1 tendering their services, it is simply 
necessary to observe that there is some 
discrepancy in the evidence,as might be 
expected from persons speaking five 
years after the event. Messrs. Cahill tel. 
and Todd deny the ‘ * indecent haste” 
and probably their recollection of thc~ . „
circumstances would be as clear as that reply:
of Mrs.* Sehrs. The point, however, is _ “ The accounts of the estates so far as kept -.i by Mr. Todd aro not correct in every part ieu-not material. lar. They can hardly be called accounts at

Mr. Milner next says: all, and it is impossible from them alone to
•• 'rhô *i.o «•«miii-iniy » fuitn nf determine the assois of the estate and their _____ __ _____.... .---- -- —...... ......—- - - -,------  the real remu.fi 1 In lÆ employed by r.1,’.'w h.?'.V,, re’î'l f, “w of-H™” Ah=.

that there .pecial charge, have been put eredltare nf tho retau. .nd jrçvrehrf jj;e l^m' lfvTwM^Ure^ïï.tKet^S 
forth by Mr. Chrotopher M.luer, who wrel,".ndo.l by «"gP- «‘«ry nartlvular red cannot he re
was counsel for Mrs. Sears, and whose tnitous agents. This scheme being suggested, Trf* _ ,,,
oooort uni ties and disposition qualify « Mr. Cahill is to be believed by the Rev. The Committee did not state, orhim°to make nut the w,!r.t poreildc cane S ?„“ke a «S3 thire "it of W are^K ^ be undnretood to .ay,
against the Rev. Mr. Todd. We pre- and that Mr. Cogswell was spoken to provide that the accounts were kept in accord- 
...me that if we ere .how that Mr. money moyndght rremire. An, com- reue with the-principles of correct
Milner h« failed to freten rey wrong. ThU.U.rvi.m.t .u.tained by anv fact. b»‘b keepmg, but .imply that the on- 
doina on the Rev. Mr. Todd, it may be . 1 nil «tory 1. not .u.tainea ny any tret. trie, made by Mr. Todd were correct 
exoected that all fair minded men, who brought ou. by the arbitration and it 1» e„trie«. The cimrg t, against Mr. 
niaThavo had doubts hitherto, will ap- J1*rdlï necotinry to aay that, if it were . -p.idd implied that hi. recount, were
nrreiate the bueleu charreter of the true, evidence on the point would have fa|ejfied, and. the Committee, directing
slender, which have been in circulation, i^^be^mîuved “(and »“•"»«•» »o thi. point, found thntnot
and that even the profereion.l prepaga- le«t « wVll worth, of IT e!'ry ,w“ !ncorrect OT “lc'',»ted to
tore of scandal will ree it necereary to we immc mm ai ieait a. well wqrLoy iH be milleading to any person who ttnder-relect some other subject ior^tireir f^ behef a. Mr. Cahill) the .tor, » utterly The amk. were not
«re attention J unfounded; the only oeeurrenee that kopt in the nianner ,,rMcribed by the

Mr Milner in opening hi. reply, uya îii**1.?f re*?"?l>*,nce that ^hiKili, but how many do keep book. . . ------
that "the CommitC“reurt notoriety «“ted by Mr M.lner being n ...ggMtum iu th.t way? The Committee , enquiry count, were p.,d h, „ff,eu, pnrehare.
and invite criticism." The Committee n^e at one tlnie thatW certain piece.of on thi. point, of courre, w« to «certain »l tne auction, or cash, or part in one 
do not invite criticism for the uke of merah dui not hnog nearly their value, jf the entries were correct record, of the way and part the other. Whenever an
controversy butfhavinif . thürengh lhe/ ■h“"ld b,d t.h°m,d"w bn.ine» done and we repeat that they .cc'O.ntwre fully paid and di.pored of
knowledgeyôf the whole matter, they do Sf r!L7ën"y ,16BdlKl *’bU"“ed frum “correct in every particular red Mr r,.,dd!,,ed V‘ “nte «PPe«te the 
nôt .hrmk from adirenreionof the frets, Mr Cog.well. cannot be ...eeerefnlly «.ailed." We name “ Fd. T. T.' , mean.,.g, « he
and prefer that men should openly Again Mr. Milner says: further state that at the time Mr. Todd 'ut“d °n "»th. that the account ««
Rtatn their objections to the Report “ Mr. Cahill did not attempt at several times left Sack ville any clear-headed business finally disposed of and not that: it wasrltiier than to cireulate their .IreLn ^ man could “determine the «*. of the S ^!nv ^ ^“'.hTn"^ T'
nrivatelv in such a way that they can- moral from Hack ville. One account onlv was estate and their disposition from Mr. m cash in any case was shown by his
not be met to be refuted. If Mr. Mil- ““".S “ TM,t"toon^dw« . TodjV. book, aided by hi, explanation., ««h tejok. For in.trece Mr. Ayer
ner inferred that the Committee are' as the Committee say, wrong and unfair to without which no attempt should ever tiled a claim of 99o.55 but the «ctual

— ~ ' •* 1 amount paid him waa 917 13. Oppo-
site this name in the Ledger is written 
** Pd. T. T.” but the cash book shows 

°what amount was really paid, and it 
must occur to Mr. Milner, or any other 
man of ordinary intelligénce, that if 
Mjr. Todd had intended to falsify the 
acconntsand to claim that he paid995.55, 
he would have made the cash book show 
this amount. If disposed to be fraud
ulent he would hardly keep a cash book 
ihat would convict him at sight. In 
point of fact, therefore, the entries in 
the Ledger and Cash book, both prov
ed to be correct, are the strongest pos
sible proof of Mr. Todd's purpose to 
do right. In the cases of the Messrs. 
Easterbrooks, as stated in the Report, 
the Cash-book (to which, of course, we 
look for actual payments made) shows 
nothing paid *thereon. We presume 
that any accounts, however settled, 
would be receipted, and it is possible 
(though we cannbt find it in the evi
dence) that some years after the event 
Mr. Todd, speaking from memory, 
would presume that the amounts were 
paid as shown by the Vouchers, Mr. 
Todd, however, had nothing 4o do with 
the use made of these vouchers; he left 
Suck ville in the Spring of 1873 and 
never Had any part in making up ac
counts tfor Probate, and he did hot 
“ claim credit” before the' Arbitrators 
for any amounts which were not paid. 
Mr. Todd, of course, could not possibly 
prevent Mr. Cahill,

ly acHears? That much-abused woman had been 
stripped of every cent and had not a dollar 
left to Undertake lawsuits and fight Messrs.
Todd and-Cahill through the-------- “ J 3
was at all times solicitous to 1___
ment Finding that they intended 
vantage of Mrs. Hears* pov—*- *— 
ing from her even the $400 
Probate account admitted

They paid me some money. I don’t J^JvettemjT'
recollect the amount. It might have ----------* e
been about 930. I will swear I took —-
off 912 but I cannot say whether they fjjj ;_____ ___
paid me any interest or not.” steps should be

Forty dollars turned with Mr. Wood Toffifaad Mm 
and thirty dollars cash 'makes 970 so Chase, Egg., agi 
that Mr. To Id must have been nearly 
correct when he said he thought they

counted for. *e have no doul
ever that Mr. Milner relied upon perse-

courts, and I 
Have a eettle- 

* taking ad- 
-, withhold- 
which their

---------- ---------1 their hands,
to forestall an award by a

----------------- - .-bate Court, I found after
three months waiting that decisive steps were 

T. I submitted the facts to an emin-
red hi. optolop Mwpiy mitelred lu„ „ n.m.r ...»w

raüd them in ^2 •» *» nnjuit We resist theteraptelion
•Court, I garnisheed the debt* of Mr. to pursue this thought further, merely 
re“™tofcTÏdd“fS*2mtbâ«: «mrekinglhatif Mr. T0dd l.0M.U7 

______ $775, from D. Wheaton, which did owed anything to the estate there was

volved in the meshes of the Criminal Law he •• he is able to pay and Civil proceed- 
would make some restitution. The result mgs would have compelled him to do so. 
justified my calculations. Mrs. Bears got part v «... . , .
of her money by the gratuitous interference Mr. Milner, to conclusion, says: 
of Mr. Killam.

On this we have to remark:
1. That before proceedings were 

commenced Mr. Todd went twice or 
three times to Sackville and endeavour
ed to meet Mr. Cahill and Mrs. Sears' 
friends in order to rectify the accounts 
made up by Mr. Cahill. Mrs. Sears 
and others swore that Mr. Todd always
seemed anxious to have matters ex- __ - — , — ---- -----e----
plained and made right and that he have endeavoured to say as little as pos- 
never showed any disposition to avoid nble respecting Mr. Cahill, whose in- 
an investigation of the books. nocenee or guilt it was no part of our

2. That Mr. Todd always contended do*f to determine. We eonld not Mp 
that he had not a penny of «tate mon- explninm* the feet that although Mr. 
ey, red the refera he, of online, would T"dd offered to go to Saoknlle and «- 
not consent to n seulement that h. »Mt 10 preparing recount» for Probata 
volysd him in any obligation to pay. whenever asked to do so, he was never 
If Mr. Milner urged a “rettlement” ealW upon and that there who under- 
of thi. kind Mr. Todd rightly declined, took tin. duty without his red, greatly 
In point of fret, however, Mr. Milner’e blundered either willuUy or ignomnUy, 
first ret wu to summon Merer.. Cahill red thus led to re immensity of tremble 
and Todd to Sackville, threatening a red eonfunon, all of which would hnve 
suit in Equity, and when they went, it bean prevented if Mr. Todd had beoa 
agreed toleave the matter to arbitration. «»•» "P°n‘n aeoordanoe with hu of-

„ ™ . _ ______ for. We do not place the odium of3. That, as me are ^ w“ the whole transaction on Mr. Cahill ; we
norttemptbyreyone telorretejl re ,im| «« Mr Todd «innocent, 
award by n decree 01 tne Probate Court, mma^rewaod that it wre not our duty to 
The ProbateCourt purporely adjourn^d A. to th. relation between
iniTder thatttie award might be made Mw„ Cahill and Todd we have already 
brfore the reeount. were prered. Mr. on that „d have rire
Tedâ, however, Imdnqthong -h.tover , laioed Mr ’Todd, .ftor two or 
to do w.th the proceed,ng. ef the Pro- th£. TUiu g^kville red unaueoere- 
bnte Court in rey way. ,„i effort, to meet Mr. Cahill in the

4. The reneon, umgned by Mr. Mil- orerenoe of Mrs. Sean’ friend., wu

eution of Mr. Todd to obtain what he 
feared he might not get from Mr. 
Cahill; that, as he savs, he calculated 
he would so harass Mr. Todd by throw
ing him into the meshes of the Criminal 
law, that he would not “ stand fire” 
but would purchase hie release by yield
ing to demands that Mr. Milner knewthe undersigned to the Moncton Baptist 

Church and published in the same issue 
of your paper. It is our dhty to review 
that reply and this we shall endeav
our to do fully, calmly and diep—:— 
ately, with the single purpose of enabl
ing the public to know the very truth 
of this matter, and without entering in
to any retaliatmy or recriminatory al
tercation with Mr. Milner.

The Committee in their Report could 
not properly enter into details, their 
duty being to state concisely and clearly 
the condimons at which they had arrived. 
We are therefore glad of the opportu
nity to meet the specific allegations of 
Mr. Todd's assailants, and doubly glad

Church placing the whole odium of the infa
mous transaction on Mr. Cahill when Mr. 
Todd from first to last was the partner in it. 
If not. why4id-he not in his seal for the wi
dow give me the benefit of his knowledge of 
the accounts at the very outset; why did he 
not then denounce Cahill as thfc robber of the 
widow, instead of uniting with him to defeat 
her! Need I answer why he did notf

In the report made to the Chnreb, 
and in this review, the undersigned

for Probate.

Joeira Crandall,
H. T. Stevens,
John McKensie,
D. A. Duett.

Moncton, 29th Jan., 1877.or atiy one
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