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NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS.
Subscmmbs ordering rktngm in their 

ad drees will please state the Post Office 
to which their papers have hitherto been

TUB DEPTH OF DEORADA TION.
Thebe are some offences so contempt

ibly low and infamous that the perpetra
tors of them fail to make even temporary 
capital by the commission of them. Else
where will be found copied from a lead
ing organ of the Grit Party what pur
ports to be a private letter written by the 
Premier to his colleague, and intercepted 
before reaching its only legitimate des
tination. The offence is one which, in 
the interests of society, the law visits 
w-iii extraordinarily severe punishment. 
The receiver of stolen goods is as base 
as the thief, und tqoaJDy subject 
to criminal proceedings. The Montreal 
Herald can never again hold up its head 
among the advocates of respectable jour
nalism. So gross an outrage will be re
garded by all respectable persons of both 
parties as a step too far in the warfare of 
the hour. He who would receive and 
publish the intercepted letter of Sir John 
.Macdonald is equally capable of forging 
it. At the moment of writing we 
cannot say which he has done, 
la their madness the Grits fabri
cated the cowardly lie respecting the 
uva:h of Sir John Macdonald, which 
has recoiled on them with the effect that 
ail honest men would have predicted. 
Tne Gnt Party is now still further de
veloping the attributes of a sneak-thief ; 
and the “ Grit politician” who forged, or 
broke the seal of, the letter from the 
Premier to Mr. Pops, will be a danger
ous rival to Mr. Mackenzie. He 
will share with McMullen honour 
in the Grit lodges ; and the Chicago man 
will have to look to his laurels. 
The builders of the Pacific scandal case 
have ample reason to be ashamed of ttie 
tools with which they first dug the foun
dations, and are now raising the super
structure of their dirty mess. History 
will know them as the sneak-thief con
spirators. Blake, Holton, Joly, gen
tlemen, what say you to the' company you 
keep ? The seal of private correspondence 
is sacred with all but the vilest black
guard : and yet your organ glories in 
breaking it. Thank God, the hour js not 
come when Canada will be content to be 
ruled by such as you !

------—Since the above, writing we learn
from Montreal that the Hon. A A. Do- 
iuon, Hon. L. H. Holton, Messrs. Pen
ny, Wilson, and Stewart, proprietors 
of the Herald, and the Hon. John Young 
have been summoned before the Police 
Magistrate erf that city to give their evi
dence as to the felonious stealing from 
the Post Office of the letter above re
ferred to.

A REMARKABLE ADàUSSION.
On the very first day of taking evidence 

by the Royal Commission, a certain piece 
of information came out, whiuh apparent
ly has not yet received the attention 
which its importance demands. Sir 
Francis Hincks, being invited to begin 
at the beginning, and make a full state
ment of what he knew about the Pacific 
Railway business, said that h« believed 
the first person with whom he had any 
c versation on the subject was Mr. 
C vrille Graham, a gentleman who acted 
as a Commissioner for the Hudson’s Bay 
Company in 1870 and 187L Mr. Gra
ham, at the time just returned from the 
United States, told Sir Francis that he 
had been in communication with several 
gentlemen there, and that he thought 
satisfactory arrangements could be made 
by which great economy would be obtain
ed in the construction of the Pacific Rail
way, and “ that he believed the Americans 
“ irould be prepared to abandon the 
“ western section of the Northern Pacific 
■" road, carrying that through Canadian 
“ territory, if the Canadians, on the other

hand, would alxindon their eastern sec- 
“ turn, and go through the United States

territory by Sault St. Marie.” Sir 
Francis added that what Mr. Graham 
said certainly produced some impres
s’, on on his mind, and, further, that 
about May, 1871, Sir John Rose sent 
him a copy of a letter addressed to- Sir 
John Macdonald, in which he informed 
him that persons in London bed spoken 
to him very much in the same terms as 
mentioned by Mr. Graham, from which 
it appears that the idea was entertained 
by Americans in London as well as on this 
side of the Atlantic.

Now, one thing to be remarked about 
this disclosure is the fact that the plan 
proposed by American railway men to 
Mr. Graham on this side of the ocean, 
and to Sir John Rose on the other aide, 
is exactly the reverse of that propounded 
by the Hon. John Young, and .favoured 
by the Montreal Opposition. Mr. 
Young’s plan was that Canada should go 
to the least expense possible, that we 
should for some time to come content 
ourselves with lake communication to 
Duluth, afterwards building a railway 
around the shores of Lakes Huron and 
Superior, if practicable, connecting with 
American lines at Sault Ste. Marie. From 
Sault Ste. Marie in winter, and from 
Duluth in summer, he would have us de
pend wholly upon American railways. 
Hia argument was, in ’ effect, 
that as the Americans were about 
to build a Pacific Railway very near to 
our border, which would cost us nothing, 
we might as well save our own large pro
posed expenditure, and make use of what 
our neighbours were providing, 
which would really be as 
for our accommodation as for their 
own. But the American railway 
who spoke to Sir John Rose and Mr. 
Graham had another view altogether of 
what was best. Let the Canadian wes
tern section, said they, be built by all 
means, but let the Canadian eastern sec
tion, be abandoned. The precision of 
contradiction between the two plan» ig 
really remarkable, and is worth reflecting

More important than all else, 
however, . connected with this brief 
story of what certain A 
gentlemen- at one time proposed, 
is the admission which their proposal evi
dently implies, sa to the expected failure 
of their ‘own Northern Pacific Railway 
scheme. It appears preposterous to sup
pose that such a proposal would ever 
have been made by them at all, 
such failure had been imminent. H»d 
their own route been certainly known to 
be through a country well adapted for 
settlement, and presenting no insuper
able engineering difficulties, they might 
have been expected to have favoured Mr. 
Young’s -plan, that of using Canadian 
Imes and communication east of Lake 
Superior, and American lines to the west 
of it. It is remarkable, by the wiy, that 
we have heard very little of late about the 
*•••* prospect, lid rapid progrès» o£ the

-rthem Pacific, a subject on which the 
American press was wont, not very long 
ago, to dilate with much energy of expres
sion. Somehow or other the 7-20 gold 
bends of the Northern Pacific are not so 
prominently set before the eyes of the 
public as they used to be. Speaking the 
other day of .possible Indian trotiMes in 
the North-west, we gave as one reason 
why such troubles might be apprehended
on our own territory in time to------
the influx of lawless 
whoie disgust with 
country south of the linn migl 
them over to our side in large nu 
Were tins, we said, to take plaça 
Indian troubles, of perhaps s 
nature, might be looked for an 
We mentioned the fact that the N<
Pacific route is along the great dividing 
ridge separating the waters flowing south
wards to the Gulf of Mexico, from those 
flowing northwards to Hudson’s Bay and 
the Arctic Ocean, and we said that there 
must certainly be a vast extent #f 
country, near to the sources of the 
that never would be fit for set 
Certain received truths of physical 
geography are wholly at fault if this do 
not prove true ; whoever looks for the 
future site of waving com fields, i 
large streams have their sources, in _ 
latitudes, or where the primary rockilie 
next the surface, in any latitude, will 
certainly be mistaken. From known 
geographical and geological facts—the 
direction of the water-courses the 
nature of the rock formation—s< 
men, who had never seen the p 
line of the Northern Pacific at all
with confidence have predicted its______
But we have in addition no lack of re
ports from many persons, both Americans 
and Canadians, who, from actual obser
vation, and without any reference id, 
•vhat science might lead us to expect, 
agree in a general way that the lina of 
the Noithem Pacific is.for most part 
a waste and unfit for settlement.

It will yet turn out, as we strongly w- 
poct, that the American Northern Pacific 
has been from the first a ban] 
politicians’ scheme altogether, got up 
without any regard whatever to.the con
ditions of climate -and at physical 
graphy generally. The “ financier!

- has been done ip. the highest style of 
»rt and th. adaartUm* hi! kn m* 
yruftue ; in fut, all that the menipHls. 
tion of piper, arid* from grappliM Kith 
l.atcl natural realities could do, has been 
done. At getting up a “ scheme,” and 
at “floating” bonds, Jay Cooke & Co. 
are hard to beat, but either they or their

dupes will have to suffer for the contempt 
shewn by them for physical conditions. 
We can imagine that they looked at maps 
merely, thinking it entirely superfluous 
to inquire what was the nature of the 
country represented by such an extent of 
coloured spaces. We would strongly 
urge upon our own people, antfesneftaUy 
upon the Government and public men, 
the importance of watching well all 'de
velopments in connection wiih the 
Northern Pacific scheme. There is a 
huge cat in that meal-tub somewhere, and 
some of these days the denousment will 
be upon us.

THE PACIFY SLANDER fRB-
W?ED-

At this j unettrift it may notbe out of 
place to describe even at some length the 
position of the Pacific slander according 
to the evidence adduced. Mr. Hunting- 
ton s charge is well known to the country. 
Each of its four comers reste on Mr. Mc
Mullen, of Chicago. He has refused to 
make oath, tint he has made public state
ment» which embrace the subject matter 
of hia case. Before the refusal of Messrs. 
Blake and Dorion to vacate their invalid 
Committeeship for the virtually omnipo
tent powers of the Commissionership, de
clarations were sworn to by those whom 
Mr. McMullen had assailed ; and since 
the opening of the Commission, evidence 
under oath has been tendered—all of 
which is destructive of the Chicago gen
tleman’s manifesto. The evidence given 
anterior to the Commission, both for and 
against t"r e McMullen-Huntington 
charge is as follows :—

Pro. Montra.
1.—That Sir Hugh Al- “I state further po>i- 

lan entered into an agree- tively that no money de
ment with the Govern- rived from any fund or 
ment by which he was to from any of my former 
receive the Pacific charter American associates was 
in consideration of sup- expends in assisting im
plying them with money friend, cr the friends of 
during the elections ; and the Government at 1h 
that some of the money recent general elections
Amëricîm^ourres ,r°“ ‘^^tru U '***“£ t0 tte 

pears to be placed upon 
the statement in the let
ters referred to as to the 
preliminary expenses con
nected with the charter. I 
state most positively and

came to any understand- 
description with the Gov-

any way whatever in con
sideration of receiving 
the contract for the Can
adian Pacific Railway."

Pro. Contra.
2.—That Sir Francis “ I solemnly declare 

Blocks received an “ in- that I never asked and 
definite loan" of <10,000 never obtained, either by 
from Sir Hugh Allan, and loan or gift, any sum of 
was privy to his agree- money from Sir Hugh Ai
ment with the Govern- lan, or from any person 
ment. on his behalf, or from

any otbor person in con
nection with the Pacific 
Railway. - • I further
state most positively that 
the Government never 
entered into any agree
ment to give the Pacific 
Railway charter for mon
etary considerations cf any

8.—That the Messrs. “ I never had any ne*o- 
Whtte, of the Montreal tiation with you or your 
Gazette, solicited aad ob- firm as to your support of 
tallied a brioe from Sir the railway projects I was 
Hugh Allan. advocating; I never offered

you or gave you any pe
cuniary or other remuner
ation for any assistance 
you rendered through 
your paper to thoeeeoter-

directly or indirectly pro 
poee that I should do so."

Pro. Contra.
4.—That Mr. Abbott “Tam poritive that I 
as engaged in securing did not go to Ravens- 

peeuniary considerations craig to make, and did not 
from Sir Hugh Allan for make, any report cf any 
the Mam. White for their kind as to any proposition 
support of the Northern to or by you witn a view 
Cbioaizition Railway. of securing any particular

line of action on your 
part toward the Northern 
Colonization Railway."

Pro. Contra.
5 —That La Minerve “Theundersigned, two 

was bribed by Sir Hugh of the proprietors of La 
Allan to the extent of Minerve (their colleague, 
StjUlO. M. Arthur Daneereau, be

ing absent at Quebec), de
clare that^Ufig journal has

Allanjorfrom anyagentof 
hia, nor has any promise 
ever been made to it, nor 
has it ever supported him 
for monetary considera-

“ L. N. DUVERNAY.
“ L. D. DUVERNAY.

“ Sworn before me at Mon
treal this 18th day of 
July, 1873.
“J.B. ROLLAND, J.P.’

- -That Hon. Mr. Oui- “I declare that I never 
me* received <6,0*0 from was employed by the Ca- 
blr Hugh Allan for ser- nsdian Pacific Railway 
vices tendered at Ottawa. Company, that it never

thing; that I have never 
received directly or indi
rectly from Sir Hugh 
Allan or from any one on 
his behalf the said sum of 
<8,000, or any other sum, 
or any nr omise of any sum 
of money; that when I 
went to Ottawa in 1872, 
during the session of the 
Federal Parliament, iti

question at that time or 
before or since in respect 
of iterom of <8,UK), or of

that Company, as one of 
the directors or other-

7. -That the drafts “The agreement refer
dnUrn by Sir George Car- red to by the late Sir 
tier aed Sir John Mac- George Cartier, in the pub- 
donaid were drawn in lished letter of the 24th 
accordance with a corrupt August laat, was an ar- 
agreement between the rangement personal to 
former and Sir Hugh himself and Sir Hugh 
Allan, which agreement Al'an, Independent of, 
was contained in Sir and, until published, un- 
George's letter of the 30th known to the other mem- 
July, 1872. boa of the Government,

and it had no refer
ence to the Canadian Paci
fic charter or contract, or 
to the granting or further 
ingthe granting of either

Pro. Contra.
8. —That the agreement

referred to in the receipt ______________
of Messrs Beaudry, “ Sir, — Seeing your 
Starnei and Murphy of editorial of yesterday, in 
the 20ih August was the which reference is made to 
corrupt agreement above a letter from Sir George 
referred te. B. Cartier to Sir Hugh Al

lan, dated 30th July last— 
which letter is referred to 
in the letter of Sir George 
E. Cartier of date 34* 
August, published by Mr. 
MeMuBen—we fee! bound 
to state that we have seen 
the first mentioned letter, 
and tiat your editorial 
statement tint it has no 
reference whatever to the 
Pacific Railway Company, 
or to the Pacific Railway 
contract, is perfectly cor-

“ J. L. BEAUDRY.
“HY. 8TARNB8.
“ P. 8. MURPHY. 

“July 22,1873."
Then came The issuance of the Com

mission, and the anxiety displayed by 
Messrs. Blake and Dorion to protect 
their solitary witness from the rigours of 
an oath waa. also painfully manifest in 
the conduct of Mr. Huntington. He 
refused to attend, on grounds most fac
tious and nonsensical ; and hir» Chicago 
buttress was guided by “ advices from 
' New York” which said “ advices” were 
to the effect that heihould keep out of a 
Canadian witness box for reasons which, 
no doubt, he well understood. The re
fusal of the prosecution to appear before a 
tribunal vested ,witS a|l the prerogatives 
of a Court of Justice, and able by its 
power of administering oaths to carry out 
the desire of Parliament, which a Par
liamentary Comjaittee could not do, was 
another bad feature of their case. Hav
ing been contradicted before the Com
mission issued, by no lees than fourteen 
respectable witnesses, they showed human 
instinct in not aUowing themselveB to be 
sworn when further contradiction would 
have been visited with the penalties of the 
law. The accused were ready for trial, 
claiming no liberty save the right to

to sanction certain terms of amalgama
tion with the Macphbbbon company 
which Sir Hugh regarded as advantageous 
to himself ; that previous to and dur
ing the elections, when, it is 
said, the $360,000 was furnished to the 
Government, the alleged buyers of 

were in ignorance of their 
anTm great fears and doubts as to 

that in October Abey
that 

yed.
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The supporters of the Government are to 
meet in caucus at Seaforth on the 16th 
mat, for the purpose of choosing a candi
date. Let our friends also oome to the 
fore, and give the surplus-wasters a tussle. 
We understand that Mr. Bishop will be

It must be borne in mind that the 
Royal Commission is calling the witnesses 
which Mr. Huntington furnished to the 
Committee. From the fact that the 
majority" of those who up to the present 
have been sworn, either knew nothing 
whatever of the case, wr served to destroy 
it, it is very evident that the honrgWW 
tleman was catching at straws. Mr. 
Andrew Allan knew nothing, M. Bel- 
feuille knew nothing, Mr. Macphkr- 
son knew nothing, and M. Beaubien 
knew nothing ; while Sir Francis Htncks 
was a most damaging witness, and Mr. 
Starnes reduced the $360,000 to between 
$60,000 and $75,000, in the contribution 
of which many supporters of Sir George 
Cartier, besides Sir Hugh, lent a hand. 
While the Government’s complete inno
cence is thus being worked out, the. con
duct of their persecutors is most shame
ful. The chief organ in this city thought 
it becoming enough to alter the words
• ‘ monetary conditions” in Sir George’s 
letter of the 30th July to “ monetary 
“ considerations.” In re-printing the 
opinion of the London Times upon the 
slander, the “ only religious” organ in 
Montreal followed the example of its 
secular brother and garbled such portions 
of the article as told in favour of the 
Government. The Bench was violently 
abased and the Queen’s representative 
wantonly insulted ; while the leader of 
the Opposition went down into the 
hotbed of disaffection to commune 
with Annexationists and Republicans 
on the true British course of Earl Buf
ferin'. But the prosecution fairly out
did themselves in tùe Montréal Poet 
Office. On the scandalous plea that it is 
justifiable to steal private letters passing 
between members of the Government in 
times like these, they aided and abetted 
m a felony, or if not, they certainly com- 
mitted a misdemeanour. The “ only re- 
‘ • ligious ” are so fond of authorities that 
we submit for their consideration the fol
lowing extract from May :—“So odious 
‘ ‘ is the character of a spy that his ignom- 
“ iny is shared by his employers, against 
*• whom public feeling has never failed to
‘ ‘ pronounce itself in proportion to the
• ‘ infamy of the agent, and the complicity 
“of those whom he served.” And this is 
what Thomas Carlyle wrote to the Lon
don Times of June 15th, 1844, on the 
occasion of the interoeptio i of Mazzini’8 
letter by the Postmaster-General “ It 
“ is a question vital to us, that sealed 
■ ‘ letters in an English Post Office be, as 
“ we all fancied they were, respected as 
“ things sacred ; that opening of men’s 

‘ letters, a practice near of kin to picking
men’s pockets, and so other still viler 

“and fataler forms of scoundrelism, be 
•1 not resorted to in England.” Nor, in

HE BEGS TO DECLINE.
Through the medium of a Sheriff's 

officer, Mr. G. W. McMullen, personal 
friend of Messrs. Holton, Dorion, Hun
tington, and the chief accuser of the 
Government, has been invited to leave his 
Chicago home and visit Ottawa for a short 
season—all expenses paid. Mr. Mc
Mullen has declined the invitation, and

the Commission cannot compel hia at
tendance he is safe in his determination 
to remain away.

We never doubted that these rascals 
would be driven into their holes, once a 
Commission clothed with the power to 
take evidence on oath had commenced 
the work of inquiry. We have ne hesi
tation in saying that their conduct 
is not that of earnest men eager for the 
right and more anxious for the triumph of 
public morality than for that of their "own 
conglomerate Party. What right have 
Messrs. McMullen and Huntington to 
appear before the Canadian public as the 
accusers of those who have been so long 
charged with the affairs of state,.and, hav
ing concocted an accusation, to shrink from 
endeavouring to sustain it before a proper
ly constituted Commission ? Is it the act of 
honourable men to brand our chief eat 
statesmen as scoundrels ready to basely 
sell their country for filthy lucre, and then 
to slink away when an opportunity is af
forded them to make good their case if 
they can ?

The public is not slow to see that In 
this refusal to appear before the Commis
sion there is a deep streak of scoundrel
ism. It was cowardly beyond conception 
to drive at the Government as the Grit- 
Rouge leaders did in the darkness of 
partial testimony and then to refuse to 
submit themselves to be examined on 
oath. On oath ! That’s where the shoe 
pinches. McMullen does not like the 
oath. Passaging about, seeking evidence 
here, and groping for it there, Mr. 
Huntington would rather not have 
the Bible put into his hand. They 
both agree to , stay away ; but for 
very different reasons. Mr. Huntington 
professes to be actuated by a respect for 
Parliament, although he was quite willing 
to give Parliament a direct slap in the 
face by going on with the investigation 
without the swearing of the witnesses. Mr. 
McMullen refuses to appear, because his 
“ friends in New York ” will not permit 
him. Whatever the reasons, this is the 
fact—they have both determined that 
they will not give their evidence on oath.

And hereby hangs a tale. They are 
anxious to conceal the influences which 
lie at the base of this conspiracy. They 
dread to have* dragged to light the real 
causes pf this assault upon our great trans
continental lino of railway. They hesi
tate to have dragged to light the extent 
to which the promoters of the Northern 
Pacific Railway were interested in a vile 
attempt to damage a great Canadian un
dertaking for the benefit of a rival Ameri
can scheme. The public will not be slow 
to appraise conduct so despicable, and in 
every way so unworthy of honourable

Sir Francis Hinckb, 
opt . trf whose mouth Mr. Hunt
ington proposed to prove the 
charge, corroborated on oath the written 
statement rihich he had previously given 
to the press in respect of the personal 
accusation against himself. Speaking 
within his knowledge as having been a 
member of the Government when the al
leged crime was committed, he was none 
the less positive of the falsity of the gen
eral charge. He showed that from the 
first the Government were opposed to 
the American alliance ; and that even 
before the passage of the Pacific Railway 
Act, the exclusion of Mr. McMullen 
and his friends had been ordained. On 
the 16th October, 1872—by which time, 
says Mr. Huntington, the charter had 
been bought by Sir Hugh and the Ameri
can»—the Government formally ratified 
that ordination. In November, two 
months after the elections, the charter 
was granted to a Company formed by the 
Government without Sir Hugh’s consent, 
and headed by Directors to whose ap
pointment he in many cases objected. 
The charter in so far from having been 
given to those who, according to the pro
secution, bought it, wasgiven to a cor
poration in which Sir Hugh Allan was 
with his colleagues only co-equal, and in 
which Mr. McMullen and his friends 
had no place at all ; and it was so given 
not in accordance with any agreement of 
the 30th of July, as eharged, but in the 
working out of a policy which was 
not thought of untS November. 'The 
evidence of Sir Francis Hihcxs, who 
BBsahs for the "GcVatofnent, and of Sir 
Hugh Allan, who speaks for himself 
and the Americaà£ goes to show that 
from the outs tart the Government were 
opposed to the AiJmN-lfcMuLLRN party ; 
that the latter more than suspected that 
opposition ; that throughout the summer, 
Sir Hugh and his associates were in com
plete ignorance of the Government’s m- 
toptions; that on the 31st July Sir John 
Macdonald peremptorily refused even

HOW ARB THE MIGHTY FALLEN!
The Montreal Herald deserves a 

words of mention, and not in the flattering 
vein. At various times these dozen years 
back, when the Globe and other Opposi- 
tio i journals, notably among them those 
two concentrated essences of hypocrisy 
and falsification—the Montreal Witness 
and the London Advertiser—were spread
ing personal calumnies against Sir John 
Macdonald, the Herald took high ground, 
and said in effect that if others 
went info such low business as that, 
it would do nothing of the port. The 
Herald even took the Globe distinctly to 
task,* and said that whereas it: {the 
Herald) had never bowed the knee to Sir 
John, the Globe had done this thing, 
while Mr. Brown had met Sir John in 
Parliament and in Privy Council as his 
honourable friend and colleague. Our 
Montreal contemporary’s claim, not sel
dom repeated, was substantially this, 
that while yielding to no man and no 
journal in strength and sincerity of politi
cal opposition to the Premier, it was 
above stooping to those low resorts 
of personal defamation which are inad
missible among gentlemen. This was the 
Heralds position, as claimed ; we appeal 
to the whole press of Canada to confirm 
the substantial correctness of what we 
here state. But, alas, how are the mighty 
fallen ! The model journal, in some 
respects, sinks in one fatal day 
to the level of Grit rag-sheets. It 
prints a private letter, under circum
stances that make friends blush for those

LWAY SLAN
Ve-
be found the 

ly before the 
to the more in 

itomise and

Sir Francis Hinges was the chief wit
ness. Mr. Huntington boasted in the 
House and at the July mass meeting in

*e cofiH prove Ms case out 
of Sir Francis’ mouth alone. He i 
that, as in ether things, terribly 
ttlSftr- SffTUjffftl èVfdénoe cleared the 
Government, ,so far as. one man’s oath 
oould do it, in the clearest and most un
equivocal manner. He showed as fol-

That se far from having entered into 
an agreement with Sir Hugh Allan and 
his American associates in respect of the 
charter, the Government, every member 
of it, had come to an understanding, even 
before the passage of the Railway Act in 
1872, that Americans sfiould be excluded. 
h. this hè is corroborated, to a great ex
tent, by Sir . Hugh Allan’s affidavit 
which appeared in The Mail of July 6th, 
in which he states that on his first 
visit to Ottawa at the opening of 
the session of 1872, he found that 
strong prejudice existed against taking 
Americans into the Company, and that the 
Government were not inclined to favour 
him on that account. Sir Hugh swears, 
of course, to the extent of his knowledge ; 
he was not in a position to know, as was 
Sir Francis, that the exclusion of the 
Amerÿans had been predetermined by 
the Government. And Sir Hugh is not 
the only witness to the Government’s 
apathy toward him and his American 
friends, even on their first appearance at 
Ottawa. Mr. McMullen, in his letter 
to the Globe, of July 18th, states that 
during the preliminary negotiations,
“ both Sir Hugh and myself had grave 
“ fears of the result in consequence of the 
“ position taken by Mr. Macphbrson and 
“ his friends, and the animosity of the 
w Grand Trunk Railway people to Sir 
“Hughhimself.” .

Sir Francis then shows that after the 
Session, the Pacific matter was allowed to 
stand over, pending the elections and 
the negotiations, looking toward a new 
amalgamated Company, which were pass
ing betweqp the Allan and Macpherson 
bodies ; and that, upon the resumption 
of the question, after the return of the 
writt, in September, it was finally and 
officially decided,by a minute of Council, 
on the 16th of October, as had been de- 
tc mined-upon before the passage of the 
Act, that the Americans should be de
barred from having any connection what
soever With the •project. The charter 
which waa issued, and which is now in 
existence, was-based on a policy that was 
only adopted by thé Government in No
vember, two months after the last elec
tion and on the failhre df the rival Com
panies to amalgamate. In all this Sir 
Francis is again corroborated by Sir 
Hugh’s affidavit, which sets out the cir
cumstances circumstantially. After the 
Session closed, Sir Hugh was endeavour
ing, through Mr. Abbott, to come to an 
understanding with Mr. Macpherson. 
On the 26th erf July, he received a tele
gram from Sir John Macdonald, sug
gesting a provisional arrangement be
tween thé rival Companies ; and, on the 
90th of Jfily he received an unofficial 
letter from Sir Gkorgb Cartier, sug
gesting the forms. of- the said arrange
ment which they together had thought 
rfvez, bufc.jrhich by telegram, on the fol
lowing day; the Premier refused to agree 
to. Time passed on, but Sir Hugh knew 
nothing of the Government's intentions 
after the amalgamation idea had fallen 
through. As late as the 24th of October, 
he wrote to Mr. McMullen, stating that 
he feared that “ the Opposition of the 
■ * Ontario party (i. of the Macpher- 
“ son Company ) would have the effect of 
“ shutting out our American friends 
“ from all participation in the road,” and 
he also apprehended that “ all negotia
tion» at an end.” Mr. McMullen is 
again s witness. In his letter of July 
18th tie admits Sir Hugh’s letter of 
October 24th, and also acknowledges the 
receipt of one on the 11th of November, 
ih w^ibh SiY Hugh stated that he was 
‘ in entire ignorance of the intentions of 

'* Government”
Wp bave ..it, • then, on the 

evideibe , qf Sir Francis Hincks, 
that before the Pacific Railway Act war 
pasted at all, the Government had deter
mined to keep the Americans out of the 
soheime ; that m the 16th October a 
minute in- Council was passed to that 
effect, dad tha* the charier now in ex
istence wee granted—to a Company 
formed by the Government without Sir 
Hugh’s concurrence, and, in respect of 
some of its directors, in spite of his re
monstrances—in accordance with a policy 
adopted in November, after the attejnpta 
at amalgamation had failed. We have it 
on the evidence of Sir Hugh Allan that 
when first he went to Ottawa, he doubted 
his chances of success ; that on the 31st 
July the Premier,refused to agree to the 
terms of amalgamation which he (Sir 
Hugh) had formally arranged with Sir 
George Cartier, and that he knew 
nothing of the ‘ " Government’s intentions 
thereafter until the issuance of the charter 
in November, except to the extent ex
pressed by him in hia letter of the 24th 
October, in which he expressed hia fear 
that his American associates would be 
shut out by the Government altogether. 
Mr. McMullen tells us also that he too 
had “ grave fear»” of success from the 
first ; that he was warned on the 24th 
October that he and his friends were 
likely to be shut out, and on the 11th 
November that his associate, Sir Hugh, 
was “ in entire ignorance of the Govem- 
“ ment’s intentions.” And then we have 
Sir Hugh’s most positive declaration on 
oath that he never paid to the Govern
ment or to any agent on account of the 
charter, by himself or any agent, one 
single dollar ; and the Government’s 
declaration the! the charge is utterly 
false. ’ , ; .

Under these circumstances, to wit, the 
Government’s early determination to keep 
the charter out of the hands of the 
Americans, and their final action in that 
respect, together with the Premier’s 
summary refusal during the elections to 
agree even to the terms of . a non-Ameri
can amalgamation with Mr. Macpher
son, which Sir Hugh regarded as advan
tageous to himself ; the fears and grave 
doubts of success of the Allan-Mc- 
Mcllen party from the first, and their 
entire ignorance of the Government’s in
tentions up to the last, coupled with the 
solemn denials of all implicated—the 
charge is incredible, even without the 
light of a particle of the exculpatory 
evidence yet to be adduced.

* Sir Francis Hincks further swears that 
it is utterly impossible that any corrupt 
understanding as described by Mr. Hun
tington could have been come to ; that 
everythin* connected with the Pacific 
charter caepe under his observation ; and 
that it was given without any reference as 
alleged ; and that he dtd not know until 
long after the elections, and then only 
from hearsay, that Sir Hugh Allan had 
contributed to an election fund. He 
swears most positively that McMullen’s 
charge that he asked for ‘-‘a round sum of 
“ $50,000,” or that he received $4,800 or 
$10,000 or any other sum as an indefinite 
loan or otherwise, or that he insisted on 
a position for his son, is false in every 
particular.

The packet, which Mr. Blake while 
at London last week saw floating down 
the St. Lawrence, was produced by Mr. 
Starnes and placed on file. Mr. 
Starnes swears that the receipt which he 
signed in conjunction with the other mem
bers of Sir George Cartier’s election 
committee had no reference whatever to 
the Pacific Railway contract. He was 
caahier^of the Election Fund, which was 
depoeiwl in the Bank of which he is 
President, and instead of the $360,000,

temporary is evidently prepared to abide 
by McMullen, oome what may ; and we 
venture to assert that it will have equal 
confidence in the integrity of the man 
who stole the Premier’s letter from the 
Montreal Pest Office, even should he 
land in gaol.
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Herald, and Messieurs Holton and 
Dorion have bom forced to cdhfceea that 
they were consulted as to its publication. 
They are on their own ahswihff aéoéfo&rièa 
to a deliberate felony, and ptipiÀaW as 
such. No words of ours <*n add.to the 
indignation with which tia» announce
ment will be received, by the' 
people of Canada. Oar earn 
informs us that at Montreal ti 
against the prisoners is ifipmae 
classes, without réépect to their _ 
inclination. Were it otherwise wê 
indeed despair of the future uf this young 
country. H greed of office, or the pas
sion of vindictiveness, will lead men to 
the commission of grave crimes, who have 
held themselves before the public as men 
of mark and honour, we are almost tempt
ed to say with the author of “ Current* 
“ Events,” “ Away with Party,” and to 
confess the arena of Canadian politics 
too small for a healthful application of 
the principles of Party Government 
That the exigencies of #*arty rendre 
electoral arrangements, and the selection 
of candidates, best calculated to poll a 
strong vote is no new announcement 
That political services are ren
dered in the hope of honour
able political reward is admitted 
on all sides. That one man must be got 
rid of, another persuaded to withdraw, 
and a third shown special reasons for 
risking a contest are incidents in nearly 
every election throughout thç country. 
Sir John Macdonald’s letter in fact 
must be taken a# an ordinary specimen 
of the instruction» likely .to pe sent by 
the chief of a Party to, a trusty lieutenant.

How the conspirators came to think 
that the intelligent electors of Canada 
would see so much in Sir John's letter, 
as to blind, them to the enormity of the 
offence by which it was obtained, is what 
chiefly puzzles us. Mr. Mackenzie can 
scarcely pretend conscientious objections 
to political arrangements, and the .wire
pullers of the Ontario Cabinet are familiar 
with the tactics of a Party in power., 
It is a stupid theft, for no adequate value 
can be shown. There is not an honest 
man in Canada who would not sooner be 
the writer of Sir John’s letter^ than the 
thief who stole it, the Honourable gentle
man who ‘ ‘ received.......
stolen, and
individuals who, knowing 
and “ received,” advised the, proprietors 
of the Herald to print. Out upon such 
Honourables ! and let decent folks count 
their spoons and keep their pockets but
toned if the Honourable trio, Young, 
Holton and Dorion, are ever again suf
fered to inflict their presence on respect
able members of society. It is now 
abundantly evident that there is 
an organised system of espionage, 
and low detective work woven round the 
movements and actions of the Premier. 
Though be was not included in the charge" 
made against his friends, we have infor
mation that Mr. Huntington was a party 
to their consultation. He 'had better 
have been in another plaoe questioning 
the witnesses named by himself as those 
who would prove the guilt of the Gov
ernment. Not content with circu
lating a wicked falsehood respect
ing the suicide of Sir John 
Macdonald, he has evidently surrounded 
him with a cordon of spies and thieves, 
through whose infamous agency pè trusted 
to arouse a virtuous public indignation 
against a hated rival. The . vufoious in
dignation he will find recoil upon himself 
and those associates, who, for what they 
have done, would be hooted in 
the streets of any lew tolerant commun- 
nity, And these felonious appropriate™ 
of a letter addressed to a person whom 
they recognize as a friend and associate 
on the floor of the House, in a handwrit
ing that, without the superscription of a 
name, every one of them would recognize 
as that of the leader of the House, belong 
to the Party whose nice sense -of honour 
was wounded by the picking up of the 
famous “ Speak Now” mandate, which was 
photographed for our columns, and was, 
it will be recollected, a mere scrap of dis
carded paper, with none of the solemnity 
of a postal enclosure; which had been 
—'vl and thrown a by the person to 
whom it was sent, and was without 
address of any kind.

“ Privilege ! Privilege !” shouted these 
four worthies on the 13th August. 
We much mistake, if they have not 
afforded a better subject for that 
cry at the next meeting of Parliament 
than they bargained for when introduc
ing the phrase. If letton from one mem
ber to another can with impunity be 
stolen from the Post-office by a third 
member, it is high time that the honour' 
of a seat in Parliament should be under
stood. In private life the thief could 
only expiate his offence within the walls 
of the Dominion Penitentiary.

I Thek

ernment ’ it i 
to talk of ^

which Sir Hugh Allan is President,
______ of a single circumstance
which would assist the prosecution.

It must not be lost sight of that the 
witnesses placed on the stand from day to 
day are those whose names were submit
ted by Mr. Huntington himself. Their ex
amination, though of a rigid character, has 
damaged thfrJKpsecution mgffcthan it has
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The English press continues to discuss 

the Pacific Scandal in its various phases.
The Dally News of August 25 deals with 
the qeeteton trf the railway itself & con-

omaume uMarwbtiMT
Deneficial to «utilization should be 

“ temporarily affected in public estima- 
ttcraf' bjik. “8o.i*UT' Which U‘3r 

copying public attention in Canada. Our,
Liberal contemporary" jphns ita ft leader ” 
with these words •'*///'
i "’At tire «artiest possible monunt, as we 
learn from an official statement of a Mon- 
treal paper, the whole of the circumstances 
relating to the Paeiflc Railway Scandal W>ffi ___ ______ ___
Uel»b«ri kn0,kdg”

« it, me uinicrariMW geutie- 
feeived ” it knowing it to be 
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who did the deed. Now, let the Montreal 
Witness, the Toronto Globe, the Hamilton
Times, and the London Advertiser, rejoice, , ,. , . . —»
for their pretentious colleague in the Op-, °* w*u™ _8° on*Y

.. ........... .. __-L____ tl* amounted to between 860.000 and875 nonposition cause can no longer throw at 
them its implied censures on their failure 
to make political discussion stop short of 
mere personal abuse, disgraceful only to 
the journals giving it currency. The 
descent we allude to is a tremendous one 
to be accomplished in one short day, but 
that it has been accomplished shetrs to 
what desperate resorts the "dread of the 
approaching collapse of the scandal con
spiracy may drive those who have hither
to been of another record.

. The Globe's Ottawa correspondent never 
tells the truth save by mistake. He made 
a blunder last week, and perpetrated the 
following truism :—

“The dpposition leader was dined and 
listened to ; he found congenial spirits even 
where Dr. Tapper and Mr. James McDonald 
claim to have it all their own way.”

And pray who were the congenial spirits 
who eat at meat with Mr. Mackenzie, 
and drank in his utterances ? Spirits, 
we trow, to be dreaded by every loy4 
man in Canada. Ann and, Wilkins, 
Jokes, Power, Carmichael & Co., all 
open and avowed Annexationists. If Mr. 
Mackenzie is to be judged by the com
pany he keeps, he is the last man to he 
entrusted with the guidance of Confedera-

Ths Huron Signal announces that Mr. 
Robert Gibbous. M. P. P,, for South 
Huron, has resigned hia seat, preparatory 
to taking possession of the shrievalty.

amounted to between $60,000 and $75,000, 
to which various other supporters of Sir 
Gkorgb, besides Sir Hugh, subscribed 
large and small sums.

Mr. Andrew Allan knew nothing 
about the case, until he saw McMullen’s 
letters in the newspapers.

M. Bbllbfeuillx swears that Sir 
Hugh gave a cheque for $7,000 to M. 
Beaubien, after the election, and that 
he and he alone aeked Sir Hugh for it 
on M. Bbaubimt’s behalf. M. Beau- 
bien, who represents Hochelaga, is the 
Vice-President df the -Northem Coloniza
tion Railway, of which Sir Hugh is 
President, and M. Bbllefe uill k, Secre
tary. Sfo Hugh stated in his affidavit : 
M 1 considered it to , be my policy to 
“ strengthen my position as far
“as I possibly could with my
“ own friends aad fellow citizens in the 
“ Province of Quebec, and more eepe- 

dally in so far as related to the Mon- 
“ treal Northern Colonization Railway, 
“ which I conceived would at some day 
“ be the outlet from the Canadian Pa- 
“dficto the port Of Montreal ; and a 
“ considerable portion of the money 
“ referred to in those lettere was ex- 
“ pended by. me in furtherance of that 
“project in many ways»”

Such is the sumnnd •substance of the 
evidence taken on the 4th instant The 
Globe fought hard to keep out of the- 
corner into which it and its allies are be
ing driven ; and, after its fashion on 
such occasions, it virtually took the 
ground that Sir Francis Hincks and Mr. 
Starnes are guilty of perjury. Our con-

THE INVESTIGATION.
The attempt to connect Sir Hugh 

Allan’s assistance of his personal friend, 
M. Beaubien, at the last election with 
the Government has utterly failed. It 
was through M. de Bbllefeuille that 
Sir Hugh was induced to help M. Beau- 
bien over a difficulty, and M. Beaubien 
has no hesitation in swearing in the most 
positive manner that the arrangementwae 
made entirely without the knowledge of 
the Government or any member of it. M. 
Beaubien gave Sir Hugh Allan a note 
for the $7,000, and he seems, when giving 
a receipt for the amount, to have had the 
impression that it would be refunded" the 
donor out of the General Election Fund. 
This fund becoming exhausted, M. Beau- 
bien stands indebted to Sir Hu«r Allan 
for the loan. The only point material to 
the present investigation is that the Gov
ernment were in no way privy to the 
transaction, and in fact it waa immaterial 
to them which of the candidates v?as

Hon. M. Beaudry’s testimony gives 
but little comfort to the Huntington 
Pa ty. A member of Sir George Car- 
tier’s Central Committee, depended upon 
to make great and damaging revelations, 
he had no knowledge whatever of the cor
rupt transactions set forth in the Hunt
ing-ton indictment. He was one of 
three members who signed a receipt fat 
$20,000 subscription from Sir Htrr; 
Allan to the Cartier Election Fupd, 
subsequently made a general fund for the 
Province. “ The $20,000 .were paid in. 
“ consequence of the letter of Sir George 
“ Cartier of 24th August.” and.of the 
previous letter to which tnat refers he 
declared that it had “ no reference what
ever to the Pacific Railway Company 
“ or to the Pacific Railway contract.” 
Probably the letter of 30th July will be 
itself forthcoming some day. We are at 
present bound to the declaration that 
neither in express terms nor in purport 
has it reference to the Pacific Railway, 
and, consequently, fails to sustain Mr. 
Huntington’s allegations.

The testimony of Mr. P. S. Murphy, 
another member of Sir Gboboe Cartier’s 
Committee, is more specific as to the 
fund under their control, but otherwise 
fails to substantiate the indictment. Of 
the $70,000 controlled by the Committee 
$40,000 were subscribed by Sir Hugh 
Allan in sums of $10,000, $10^000 and 
$20,000. Sir Gboboe Cartier’s lfetfor 
of August 24 Mr. Murphy dope not seem 
to have seen, but he was quite prepared 
to say that the letter of 30th July, 
which he had teen, did not refer 
to the Pacific Railway. Of the 
true nature of the undentanding be
tween Sir George Cartier and Sit Hugh 
Allan we shall probably know" more 
hereafter. We have already the declara
tion of the Government that whatever its 
character, it was personal to Sir George 
Cartier,and unknown to them until they 
saw reference made to it in print.

Several witnesses were placed on the 
stand Tuesday—Mr. Dakrrs, Manager 
of the Montreal Telegraph Company at 
Ottawa ; M. Coursol, Sheriff Leblanc, 
Mr. Jackson Rae, Manager of the Mer
chants’ Bank, and M. J. B. Beaudry, i 
Director of the Canada Pacific Rail
way Company. The only point of 
importance brought out in Mr. 
Dakbrs’ evidence was that the rule as to 
destroying telegrams twelve months old 
is not a new one, and could, therefore, 
not have been adopted to shield any one 
in connection with this inquiry. M. 
Coursol absolutely knew nothing, and 
why Mr. Huntington submitted either 
his name or that of Sheriff Leblanc is un- 
accountable, except on the presumption that 
they might possibly know of something 
which would help on the conspiracy. That 
they knew absolutely nothing is proof 
positive of the slender foundation upon 
which Mess™. Huntington and McMul
len built their accusation against the 
Government. Neither was M. Beaudry 
aware of a single fact which could 
help the conspirai»™. And the 

may be said of Mr. Rae,

- — - , , isd ' Ministry who 
have been implicated will be prepared to re
but the charges made against them. We 
sincerely hope that eutih will be the ease. 
In the meantime the attitude of Lord Dnf- 
ferin, the Governor-General of the Dominion, 
"inspires the oonviotioh that, however this 
matter may end, his reputation will remain 
untarnished. He has taken the informal 
opportunity afforded by a dinner in his hon- 
our, to declare that, as far as he is concerned, 
justice will be done without delay or favour. 
It is unfortunate that the course taken 
by some Canadian public men and several 
Canadian journals should have necessitated 
a»y such statement from Lord Dnfferin, aad 
that the suspicion or Party feeling of in- 
dividuala should have found a new vent in 
unjustifiable charges and insinuations against 
him. While many persons in Canada are 
assuming guilt before hearing all the evi
dence» and are apparently reluctant to wait 
for the issue of an impartial investigation, 
the jonmal».ofthe United 8tates>re expend
ing much virtuous indignation upon the 
Canadian Ministry, and are not backward in 
expressing their gratification at the hind- 
ranees which have arisen to the immediate 
construction of a railway through British 
territory from the Atlantic to the Pacific.” "

The Standard treats of the question in, 
its issue of Aug. 26. Ita remarks are 
strongly tinged with that hatred of the 
Gladstone Administration which pre
vent» it seeing anything good in anyone 
how much soever remotely connected 
with that Government. The following 
is an extract from the Conservative 
organ :—

“ There can be no doubt, however, that 
Lord Dnfferin was attacked both in Canada 
and in England for having, as was alleged, 
taken a leaf out of the book of his political 
chief, and interposed the Royal prerogative 
to shield the Macdonald Ministry from the 
kssaults of the Opposition. We have never 
-been of this opinion ourselves, but here held 
that Lord Dnfferin, in the difficult and 
ops position in which he was plsced, 
have acted no otherwise thorn he did. The 
fault, if spy, is in the system which the colo
nial governors have to administer. Lord Dnf
ferin was bound to-set by the advice of his re
sponsible Ministers, and if they told hin 
a Royal Commission was a better way of: 
taming the troth about the railway scandal 
than » Parliamentary committee, the Cover- 
nor-General had ho alternative but to follow 
their counsel. No reasonable person believes 
that Lord Dufferm has any preference for one 
political Party over another in Canada, and it 
it prima facie improbable that he should favour 
a Ministry which calls itself Conservative, but 
which is Conservative only in the local and re
stricted sense as being the Party more zealous 
for the British connection. But had there 
been any foundation for the charge against 
Lord Dufferin, end ha** it acquired ever so 
strong a hold on the public mind in Canada, 
we cannot allow that it was part of the duty 
of the Governor to make a speech in justifi
cation of bis political conduct, or to admit 
that for that conduct he was responsible at 
all to the Canadian people.”

Three days earlier the* Times remark
ed;—

“Differences of opinion may legitimately 
arise as to the wisdom of the course Lord 
Dnfferin pursued when, on the 13th inst., 
be yielded to the advice of his respoaribfe 
advise™ and prorogued the Parliament at 
Ottawa. To cut short the deliberations of 
Parliament at a time when the popular branch 
of the Legislature was demanding an inquiry 
into the conduct of the Premier waa cer
tainly a strong measure ; but for a Viceroy, 
holding the position of a Constitutional 
Sovereign, to refuse to yield to the advice of 
hie Ministers would have been a measure 
not less strong, and perhaps less easily to be 
j unified by C&nstitntional precedents.”
. Tt will be remembered that these re
marks were made before our English con
temporaries had received Lord Duf- 
fbrin’s reason* for accepting the advice of 
his Ministers. We apprehend when his 
Excellency’s reply was received the com
ments thereupon would take even a more 
favourable turn for the Governor-General 
and the Government. • *!

THE CLIMAX OF HYPOCRISY.
The Montreal conspira tore are putting 

a bold face upon the matter, and with 
brazen impudence pretend that in pub
lishing a private letter, stolen from the 
post office, they have been acting in the 
interests of the public and to prevent 
crime. Mr. Young in giving evidence 
before the police court, said he assented 
to the publication of the letter for this 
reason ; and Mr. Penny said that both 
Mr. Young and Mr. Holton were of opin
ion that the letter discovered a plot to 
commit a serious crime. And the HeraZd 
defends the act of publishing the letter 
on the ground that ‘1 the rules which pro-

tect social intercourse, whether by 
“ conversation or by letter, can never be 
“ applied to the protection of crime.” 
The act was extraordinary, its commis
sion stood confessed—in fact from the very 
nature of the case it stood confessed in 
the doing of it, so that denial was out of 
the question—and no resource remained 
but to justify it by a pretence 
equally extraordinary. That pretence 
is, that Sir John’s letter to Mr. Pope 
disclosed something so unusual, so unheard 
of, in the way of a plot ro betray public 
interests, especially those of the consti
tuency of Montreal West, that the con
spirât»™ were justified in doing what 
otherwise they would not have ventured

A more impudent pretence than thin 
never outraged the common sense of an 
intelligent community. # It is the very 

"‘forpure unmitigat

ed after all, by any means—is held to
justify a crime of no conjectural charac
ter, but one well defined in 
the statute book, and punishable 

felony, by imprisonment inr
ontreal West, 
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Dutchman to support the cause of Hol
land. The utmost that can be said in 
fairness is that possibly Mr. Workman 
might be induced, with the Senate in 
view, to undertake the labour of an elec
tion contest and a session or two’s work---- „

the Hou#e.^pf Commons. And, sup- sumed 
posing this to'be the case, where would Holtoi 
there be anything dishonourable about 
it Î Fitter men than Mr. Workman 
for the Senate, or better realizing 
the prevailing ideal of what a 
Senator should be, are few in Canada, we 
venture'to say. Aman of large, inde
pendent means, he is a man of particular
ly independent judgment to boot, and 
one of the that men we know of likely to 
be made a mere voting-piece of by any 
Government. His experience of busi- 

both public and private,

“ possession of the offenders, by finding, 
“ or otherwise howsoever, shall be a mie- 
“ demeanour, and punishable by fine 
“and imprisonment”; and also “ every 
“ person, who aids, abets, counsels 
“ or procures the commission of anjMpch 

misdemeanours, shall be guilty a

„ » not : 
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pered with. We have received one en
velope, on the front of which, printed in 
large black letton ate those words: 
‘‘Not to"> be Reform’d.”

who, iltixrosh Hunger of th. Brak of which—though pethip. it is not prevent-

climax of hypocrisy .
ed “ cheek” it is beyond compare, save 
in the allowable exaggerations of the 
stage. Sir John’s letter amounts mere
ly to this, that in the event of 
election for Montreal West, he wished 
his friends there to be prepared and 
united uoon a candidate, so that there 
should be no division of the Party 
strength when the time came. This is 
what the heads of Parties have to do 
wherever Parliamentary Government

Srevails, either here, in England, or in the 
tates. To pretend that it is

unknown or even unusual to do this, im
plies a contempt for the public intelli
gence which the public will properly re
sent, to the sorrow of the oonspiraton. 
There was no underhand dealing with 
Mr. Young, ob the part of the Govern
ment, but only this determination, that 
he could not be Flour Inspector and 
a member of the House of Com
mons too. Mr. Young himself ap
pears to have belieyed, or at least 
to have strongly suspected, that 
the two positions would prove incompati
ble, for, according to Mr. Popk’h testi
mony, he had an interview with that 
gentleman in presence of the Premier, on 
which occasion he (Mr. Young) stated 
that he was willing to resign his position 
in Parliament it he was sure of retaining 
the Inspectorship. The office, we may 
as well remind our readers, is worth 
$4,000 per annum, after paying for the 
services of the deputy who 
does the work, and its profits 
are likely to increase considerably every 
year. It ia, in fact, a highly profitable 
sinecure, and we need scarcely wonder 
that Mr. Young preferred to keep it and 
let Parliamentary ambition “ slide.” 
Mr. Pope says, further, that he had 
written to Sir John on the subject, say
ing that he considered himself pledged to 
support Mr. Young’s claim. Mr. 
Young, had he acted with discretion, 
might safely have counted upon retain
ing the office. Nor was there anything in 
Sir John’s letter to alarm him on 
this ground. The Premier was merely 
urging upon his colleague the 
importance of having a candidate 
ready and agreed upon before the official 
announcement should be made that would 
precipitate an election contest. The privi
lege is one conceded to every Oonstitu- 

‘tional Government; nobody thinks of dis- 
noting it When Mr. Young saw both 
Sir John and Mr. Pope on the subject, 
he muet have been tolerably well con
vinced that he would have to resign his 
Beat in the House if he wished to retain 
the Inspectorship, and ho did not hesi
tate to say that of the two he would pre
fer the latter, if he could not hold both. 
It appears to us as if Mr. Young 
on first impulse and on hia own judg
ment, had acted sensibly enough, but 
that, on fresh contact with hie brethren 
of the Montreal clique his judgment was 
perverted, to his own irretrievable 
damage.

And what is this extraordinary 
“ crime,” so called, the prevention of

the country’s most important interests is 
such as fôw possess in equal measure. 
And for the head of the Party 
to which Mr. Workman belongs to 
take measures for bringing him fint 
into the House, and then into the Senate, 
is, forsooth, a “ crime,” to prevent which 
it is lawful to rob the Post Office, detain 
a private letter from its lawful owner, and 
publish it in the papera !

This climax of hypocrisy is too much 
for the endurance of a long-suffering pub
lic ; the Party of false pretences is at last 
brought to the necessity of disowning 
certain of its leaden or of breaking up in 
confusion. The Montreal clique and the 
Toronto one have never pulled remarkably 
well together, and we fancy that they are 
now less in harmony with each other than 
thay have been since Mr. Brown left the 
Confederation Cabinet. With a certain 
show of agreement for Party purposes, 
the two wings of the Opposition leader
ship really parted company on the one 
vital point in the Washington Treaty 
dispute, the Treaty being in fact sup
ported by Montreal men of all shades of 
politics. In the Pacific Railway con
spiracy they have hold together so far. 
but perhaps the prospect of fail
ure is now making the conspiratora 
fall out among themselves, as not 
unfrequently happens. Judging by ap
pearances, the letter-stealing conspiracy 
is likely to make a serious breach between 
the two, if not to cut the connection 
altogether. The silence of the Toronto 
.organ is ominous ; while putting the for
bearance even of its friends to the test 
with its columns of repetition about the 
Pacific Railway matter, it has not had a 
word yet in defence of the receive™ of 
the stolen letter. Will Mr. Blake, we 
wonder, be the man to defend their act, 
and to take boldly before the country the 
position that they have done right ? We 
cannot believe it, at least our believing it 
must await the compulsion which comes 
from seeing. Mr. Mackenzie will not 
endorse the act unless the Globe does it 
too, and this the organ has not done as 
yet, though for all we know its endorse
ment may be before the public simul
taneously with these lines. In any event 
several days of waiting show a hesitation 
that does not argue well for a clear case 
in favour of its Montreal friends. We 
fancy that by this time the Mon
treal conspirators are suffering the 
pangs of remorse for having committed 
an act, from the contemplation of which 
as a great crime the public can only be 
diverted through looking at it as a still 
greater blunder. Only the other day we 
were inviting the Globe to “ go on” with 
its quotations from the English press, 
and we will add now our hope that it 
will be especially liberal in this way when 
the letter-stealing conspiracy becomes the 
subject of extended comment across the

IMPEACHMENT.
The Globe by its editorial of the 3rd 

inst., treats the Pacific Slander matter as 
au impeachment by or before the House 
of Commons. If it is au impeachment, 
who are the parties impeached ? and by 
whom ? The Globe assumes that the 
members of the Government are im
peached by Mr. Huntington, on behalf 
of the Commons of Canada. If so, when 
r.nd how were the members of the Gov
ernment impeached ? If not by the mo
tion of Mr. Huntington, which was 
voted down by the House, then when, 
andin what manner ? If by the motion 
of Mr. Huntington, then the House of 
Commons heard all Mr. Huntington 
had to say, and by their vote acquitted 
the Government. In this view the mem
bers of the Government cannot be the 
parties impeached ; and if so, the only 
party now on his defence under impeach
ment is Mr. Huntington, and he must 
be so under the motion of the Fi™t Min
ister. The House of Commons, with a 
view of carrying the object of that mo
tion into effect, directed the evidence to 
be taken under oath, and appointed a 
Committee so to take it, but 
unfortunately could not give them 

legal power to do so. * The 
Government in order to remove this 
difficulty, gave the Committee so ap
pointed the necessary legal power, which 
they refused to accept, and in conse
quence failed to take the evidence or re
port to the House of Commons as direct
ed. In whose interest did the Commit
tee act, Mr. Huntington being on trial Î 
They oould not have acted in the inter
est of the Government; as they re
fused to use the powers the Government 
gave them, which were sufficient to en
able them to carry out the instructions 
of the House of Commons. They must 
therefore have so acted at the 
instance of Mr. Huntington, on wh< 
rested the burthen of proving the charges 
he had. made. The Globe contends the 
matter is still before the House of Com
mons, irrespective of the recent Royal 
Commission. Must not the House, there
fore, treat Mr. Huntington as having, 
by his failure to prove his charges as 
directed by them, admitted their false
ness, and, as is usual in cases of impeach
ment, find 3îr. Huntington guilty of a 
high crime and misdemeanour 1 There 
is no escaping this conclusion.

THE LETTER SCANDAL.
We hare entered upon a new phase of 

the Pacific Scandal, and we suppose that 
now we may look daily for a new event, 
each being in its character more disgrace
ful to the Opposition than its predecessor.

We have had paraded before us for 
months the virtue and purity of the Grits 
in contrast to the vice and corruption of 
the Government. We have heard de
nunciations loud and deep from Mac
kenzie and Blake, from Holton and 
Dorion. We have heard the wail
ings of the Rouges over the down
fall of honour and honesty in 
tike Ministry, and threats of the direst 
kind against the Governor-General, if 
the Party of probity and honour were not 
entrusted with the reins of power, and 
now how have the mighty fallen ! what 
can "the Ontario Grits say to their Rouge 
allies in Quebec ? Will they stand by 
them in this letter business Î Are they 
prepared to become accessories after the 
fact to this fresh dishonour, and to look 
upon it as one more bright spot in the 
brilliant career that Mr. Huntington has 
inaugurated for them, or will they pause 
before they enter upon the path of 
crime, on which their Lower Canada friends 
have placed their feet, declaring that the 
end justifies the means ?

Seneca tells us, “ Honest a queedam 
“ scelera successus facit,” but in this let
ter theft, there were both the crime and 
the dishonour, without any success to be 
gained or even hoped for to justify or ex
cuse. Irrespective of its criminality, the act 
of appropriation and publication of Sir 
John Macdonald’s letter was an act of 
despicable meanness, an act so vile, that 
we should have thought that an honour
able man would have shrunk from 
the thought of it ; but instead of any 
shrinking, we find the leaders of the 
Rouge Party wantonly committing it, 
after an anxious deliberation and the 
summoning around them of experts to 
testify to the genuineness of the signature 
of the Minister of Justice.

The public should understand the posi
tion in which these honourable Rouge 
legislate™, Holton, Dorion and Young, 
have placed themselves under the law 
delating to the post office, 31 Vic., ch. 10, 
of the Parliament of the Dominion. The 
seventy-seventh section of that Act de
clares that any person who shall steal, 
embezzle, secrete or destroy any post let
ter shall be guilty of felony, and shall be 
imprisoned in the penitentiary for not 
less than three, nor more than five yean.

The sixth subsection of that section 
declares that to receive any post letter, 
knowing it to have been feloniously 
stolen, embezzled, secreted or taken, shall 
be a felony, punishable with imprison
ment in the penitentiary for not less than 
five years. A subsequent section enacts 
that “ to open unlawfully, or wilfully to 
“ keep, secrete, delay, or detain, or pro- 
“ cure, or suffer to be unlawfully opened, 
“ kept, secreted or detained, any post 
“ letter, whether the same came into the

there be a doubt that he and his"'col- 
leagues, Holton and Dorion, wilfully 
kept, delayed and detained it, whether it 
came into the possession of Mr. Young, 
in the words of the statute by finding or 
otherwise howsoever! The law fortunately 
presumed that such a case of ras
cality might arise, it fortunately pre- 

‘mt such men as Young, 
Holton and Dorion might exjst, and 
therefore it provided a punishment for 
such an offence. These men have them
selves sworn to ittpfident to prove then- 
own conviction - of the misdemeanour ; 
they acknowledge the letter to have been 
a post letter, they acknowledge that it 
came to their possession within the terms 
of the statute “ by finding or otherwise 
“ howsoever,” they acknowledge that 
they knew the signature of the writer, 
Sir John Macdonald; and the person to 
whom it was addressed, the Hon. J. H. 
Pope, they acknowledge that it was 
not their property, nor ever in
tended to be in their hands, and with 
all these acknowledgments, still within 
the very words of the statute they “un- 
“ lawfully kept and detained” it ; and 
while they thus prove themselves guilty 
of an offence against the law, they also 
establish a social delinquency that should 
exclude them forever from the society of 
all honourable men.

May we not now ask is the country 
ready to take these men for its Ministère, 
instead of Sir John and his colleagues. 
They have üot only been guilty of crime, 
but they hkve blundered, and shown 
themselves utterly unfit for the high po
sition they have claimed for themselves. 
Their fault in statesmanship is greater 
than their crime in law. They have as
sumed to be statesmen,* when they were 
only political sharpers ; and this, their 
last act of degradation, must prove not 
only their own ruin, but the rum of all 
their political associates.

-A CONSISTENT ORGAN !
Few events in recent Canadian history 

have been more troublesome to the Grit jour
nalist than the prorogation of Parliament 
by Lord Dufferin, and the subsequent 
appointment of a Royal Commission by 
his Excellency. Were these constitution
al acts or not ? Seek we for a reply in 
the columns of the chief Grit print, and 
we shall be greatly puzzled. For in
stance, on the 14th August, the day 
after the prorogation, these words ap
peared in the principal “ leader” of our 
contemporary ;—

“ He (the Governor-General) has, as a 
member of the Cabinet, assumed the task of 
inquiry in the Pacific scandal, and to cast a 
alight upon the House of Commons, but he 
has not acted unconstitutionally. • • It 

lay be indiscreet, very unwise, and morally 
wrong to do this, but it is not unconstitution
al, and no long as the Governor-General 
keeps within the Constitution the less he is 
assailed the better.”

On the 30 th of the same month, we 
read in the same paper:—

“ Mr. Huntington refuses to go before 
a packed Commission, and publicists who 
can have no temptation to lean to one side 
or the other, declare that to come between 
Parliament and free discussion was an 
highly unconstitutional."

We are bewildered. Humbly sit
ting at the great Gamaliel’s feet we 
patiently wait for • the words of wisdom 
which drop from its mouth. What shall 
we make of these contradictory state
ments ! Did his Excellency act constitu
tionally or not ? On the 14th August it 
said he did. On the 30th August it said 
ho did not ! We wait for enlightenment.

THE PACIFIC SCANDAL.
The London Guardian publishes an 

article on the Pacific Scandal, extracts 
from which we give below. The high 
character of the Guardian as a well-in
formed, able and impartial journal, Fon
dera its opinion valuable and worthy of 
great respect. It

“Now, assuming that a Royal Commis
sion has the power, of which the Parliamen
tary Committee seems incapable, of 
ining on oath, it does not i
better stop could be taken _____re.__
one. Nor does it appear likely that the 
action of such s Commission would be faci
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lit»ted by the oo-erirtenee of a popular as
sembly, in which the subject of Si inquiry 
would be made a daily subject of angry de
clamation, and its proceedings of angry 
criticism and defence. If, therefore, the

taken is that which will best enable them to 
establish it”

ohn Macdonald has] “high qualities, 
nust render him an object of interest 
l who have watched his career, and 
aake it for the benefit both of Eng-
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which make it for the benefit both of" Eng- 
Canada that he should remain 

at the head of the Canadian Government. 
Be is a man of remarkable ability, temper 
and popularity ; he is thoroughly acquaint
ed with his country, and is credited with an 
honourable ambition to serve her well He 
was more than instrumental in the consoli- 
dation of British North America. It would, 
indeed, be hardly enough to say that on the 
other side of the water he was foremost 
in-effecting it He was so much foremost 
that it might almost be said to be hia work. 
Nothing but his calm and clear adroitness, hia 
oonrage, temper, and inexhaustible patience, 
oould have reconciled the jsrring interests 
and composed the animosities and suspicions 
which might have been supposed à priori to 
have rendered confederation impossible. 
And he has always been considered 
thoroughly faithful to his work—the work 
of making Canada at once prosperous, inde
pendent, and English. Canada is not

a that, in her present state! 1“ follows

THE PACIFIC INQUIRY.
The examination of witnesses in the 

Pacific Inquiry commenced last week 
before the Commission. Mr.'HmrrfNRStfN 
has been called, but,, tr^w to his de
clared intention not to give evidence 
on oath before the Commission, he 
did not answer to the calL There is 
very little that is new in the evidence so 
far token. Those who, like Mr. Edward 
Blake, professed to be seized' with the 
fear that Mr. Starnes would, not pro
duce the papers impounded by the Par
liamentary Committee, will see that their 
fear was baseless. The packages were 
produced and opened. Mr. Starnes was 
unable to say how much Sir Hugh Allan 
had contributed to the Election Fund 
under his own control ; but it was a 
general Election Fund for the whole 
Province of Quebec. Sir Francis 
Hincks entered into a history of the 
negotiations respecting the Pacific Rail
way. At present we need but say of it 
that, instead of sustaining Mr. Hunting- 
ton’s charge—and in the House of Com
mons Mr. Huntington alleged that- 
he would be able to sustain his 
charge on the testimony of Sir 
Francis Hincks alone — it entirely 
disproves it. He distinctly denied that 
there was any arrangement with Sir 
Hugh Allan, or with any one else, 
whereby the Government was to receive 
a large sum of money to aid in the Do
minion elections, in return for the grant
ing of the charter. Sir Hugh Allan 
had contributed to the Election Fund, but 
he (Sir Francis) did not know how much 
he had contributed, or that he had con
tributed any at all until the elections were 
over. Thus, at the very start, one of Mr. 
Huntington’s most important witnesses 
has failed to sustain even the very small
est part of his charge. We shall deal 
with this evidence more fully to-morrow.

THE PUBLIC SECURITY AND THE 
GRIT ROBBERS.

In Mr. Blake’s speech at London the 
other day, the folio wing passages occur r

“'It is your security and mine that there 
is a general standing law providing the 
machinery for bringing to trial all offenders 
against the other laws of the land.”

“ Remember, what is done by Ministers 
to-day in respect of themselves they may do 
to-morrow in respect of you. Kernei 
that the Commission now issued to inquire 
into these charges against y. misters is a war
rant for the issue in future of Commissions 
to inquire into offences against the law al
leged against yourselves, and that you may 
be called, out of the ordinary course of law, 
before a Court of Inquiry created by the ex
ercise of the prerogative alone; that a robbery 
of the-mails, for instance, may be tried by a 
Commission instead of the regular courts of 
law. The security of the subject is, there
fore, grievously impaired by the issue of this 
Commission.” •

Can it be that Mr. Blake, with pro
phetic eye, foresaw the Montreal Grit 
mail robbery ? Assuredly the security of 
the subject will be grievously impaired 
if the law does not lay its heavy hand on 
the robber and his patriotic abettors. Mr. 
Blake in his zeal for the security of the 
subject and for the reformation of abuses 
should either defend or disown these new 
tactics of his Party. Will he not warn us 
—“ Remember that if Sir John Macdon- 
“ ald's letters may be stolen to-day, 
“ yours may be stolen to-morrow f* Bùt, 
thank God, there is already a tribunal, 
competent to take evidence under oath 
and convict for this felony without any 
exercise of prerogative. And the public 
demands that the offence must not be 
condoned or allowed to go unpunished.

rich in sti _____#____ r_____ ____ _
of immature cohesion,'she can afford to\»rt 
with the man who has carried her forward to 
her present position, and still, more than 
any one else, holds the strings in his hand.”

THE BEGINNING OF THE END.
We believe that we have now entered 

upon the beginning of the end of the 
Pacific mess. Three impartial men are 
sitting in open Court and recording 
the evidence upon oath, subject to the 
presence of the press and public. For 
five mortal months the country has been 
flooded with this slander, untoward cir
cumstances prevented a proper investiga
tion, and everything dishonest and unfair 
was done by the prosecution to carry an 
ex parte verdict, and win by an un
proven charge. We believe then that 
the country welcomes the sitting of 
the Commission with a strong feel
ing of relief. The Grits see danger 
in it, for it will prove that the 
charge advanced by Mr. Hunting- 
ton on the 2nd of April last, and upon 
which the “ Reform” Party has built its 
hopes,is false and devoid of truth in every 
particular.

When the smoke of this slander 
has been cleared away by the 
sworn testimony of the accused, 
and of the witnesses subpoenaed in 
the interests of a thorough investigation, 
the country in ita calm senses will look 
back upon the summer with anything but 
pride or appro-rid. We have furnished to 
the world the spectacle of a political 
Party, beaten at the polls and thrashed in 
the House, staking its existence on the 
word of a disreputable alien. For weeks 
and months the leading journals of this 
Faction have insisted that the false ac
cusation was undeniably true, on the 
principle that by the diligent mainten
ance in print of the assertion that black is 
white, some can be induced to ignore the 
persuasion of their senses. The prosecu
tion from the firat adopted the policy of 
delay. When matters came to a dead
lock the accused desired a full inquiry, 
but the Faction was not anxious for an 
honest verdict. Every means were re
sorted to in order to keep the charge dangl
ing unproved between heaven and earth 
while tne organs screamed with delight at 
the prospect of gaining office even 
at the expense of the country’s un
utterable disgrace. And finally when the 
day of judgment approached, Mr. Hun
tington was implored to keep out of the 
way that the carnival of slander might be 
kept up to the laat hour.

That Mr. Huntington has made a mis
take in refusing to " appear before the 
Commission, even his own friends admit. 
Not one word can be fairly said against 
the judicial fitness of the Commissioners 
—it is, in fact, impossible for them to 
garble or suppress, for they are under the 
surveillance of the public and press of 
both sides. He who fleee from a tribunal 
thus honestly constituted, cannot blame 
public opinion if it believes in his inabil
ity to prove his case. But the truth will 
be arrived at, Huntington or McMul
len to the contrary notwithstanding ; 
and when it ia shown, as it will be 
shown, upon what slim pretences the 
Guta can level hideous charges against 
their opponents, —aye, against their 
country,—any future attempts on their 
part to gam power dishonestly will 
be treated with ignominious contempt.

The letter pilfering in Montreal has 
given rise to a number of devices designed 
to intimate the desire of the write™ to 
prevent foeir çorrespondence being tam-

Thus remarks the Grit organ respect
ing Mr. T. R. Ferguson’s probable resig
nation of his seat in the Legislature of 
Ontario ;—

“ South Simcoc is generally considered a 
decidedly Tory county, bat the Ministry 
have no safe seats in Ontario at the present

We were aware that the Scott-Mc- 
Kellar Coalition was in a bad plight in. 
this Province, but we did not think it 
was so far driven as the Government 
organ confesses :—“ No safe seat in On- 
“ tario at the present moment ?” ’Tis a 
bad state of affairs.

fiXTKAOKDlKAKY THEFT.

Stealing from the Feet Office.
Montreal, Sept. 4.—The following letter 

appeared in thismoming’s Herald :
“ Ottawa, Sept. 1st, 1873.

“ My Dear Pope.—I want you before we 
take any steps about John Young’s appoint
ment, to see about the selection of our can
didate for Montreal West From all I can 
learn William Workman would be the best. 
He will very likely object, but if he ie the 
beat man you can easily hint to him that if 
he runs for Montreal West and carries it, 
we will consider that he has a claim to an 
early seat in the Senate. This is the great 
object of bis ambition. I don’t think we 
should take any steps about filling 
up the appointment • until we have 
our candidate ready, and all com
petitors out of the field. There will be 
some difficulty in getting A. A. Stevenson to 
consent, but I suppose it can be done. Will 
yun see to this at once. If our candidate is 
ready then, we must take the necessary 
steps to procure Young’s resignation, which 
I am pretty sure he will send in when he 
finds that if be does not do so we will ap
point another inspector.

“ Yours sincerely,
“ John A. Macdonald.”

Mr. Pope replies m the afternoon papers

hand which were authentic. He never had 
the envelope in his possession and he had 
no idea by whom the letter was sent to Mr.v 
Young. He observed the lettere “ W. A.’’ 
which had been impressed on the letter 
through thE envelope, and was further con
vinced ae they were the laat letters of the 
word Ottawa.

Messrs. J. Stewart and A. Wilson of the 
Herald were also sworn but furnished no 
fresh information. They had seen the let
ter and believed it to be genuine.
As to how it came into the Hon. 
John Young’s hand» they know 
nothing. After going to the Post Office on 
Wednesday morning he crossed over to the 
Herald office and saw the letter in question, 
which was shown him by Mr. Stewart. It 
appeared to have been signed by the Pre
mier, whose signature the witness knew. 
The body of the letter had been written by 
another hand. After inspecting it Mr. Wil
son returned, it to either Mr. Penny, Mr. 
Stewart, or Hon. Mr. Young, and did not 
see the original afterwards.

At 3 p.m. the enquiry into the affair of 
the pilfered letter was continued in 
the Police Court. Several of the 
post office clerks . were brought up, 
sworn, and made depositions. Among 
them was Thomas Harding, one of the 
general delivery clerks, and who acted as 
such on Tuesday last up to 1.35 in the after
noon. He recollected the arrival on that 
day of the Ottawa and Brockville mail, and 
waa positive no person asked him for a let
ter to the address of the Hon. J. H. nope 
during the time he was at the wicket 
on the 2nd September. Nor did he 
deliver that letter either on that day 
or at any other time. On the follow
ing morning (Wednesday), between 9 and 
11, he recollected a gentleman coming 
to the wicket and asking for a letter for the 
Hon. J. H. Pope. He looked for the said 
letter, but could net find it in the place 
whe'e it ought to have been, and where he 
supposed he had placed it. It then struck 
him he .had seen the letter on the previous 
day. Hs told Mr. Pope, the gentleman 
who was making the inquiry, that there 
was not .nob letter, rad he (witnera) rak
ed him to wsrt V few moments. He then 
went in rad told V'- Gilmer that the Hon.
Mr. Pope wra there voting» letter, rad they
could not find it. K « ““ »=«■> “ the day 
before. Previnne to to.' speaking to Mr. 
Palmer, Mr. Pope showed * telegram. 
It wra to the effect that ther.3 * .ter 
of importance for Mr. Pope ro the /oet Of
fice to his address. Witness cam.’0* *ccoun^ 
for the disappearance of the said - ettcr “ 
any way, nor has it been discovered «T® “e 
office, nor can any ou» say how it dieap>'esr'

Edward Radford, clerk in Sir John" 
Macdonald’s office at Ottawa, and who ad
dressed the missing letter, deposed that ‘he 
letter in question was in his handwriting.- 
It was dated September the 1st. He wrote 
the letter at Sir John’s dictation, and after
wards Sir John signed is. He addressed it, 
putting the original in an envelope, which he 
directed to the Hon. J. H. Pope at Mon
treal. The envelope now shown to him was 
the same. The word “ private” was writ
ten on the corner of the letter where it e 
tom off. He also mailed the letter.

The inquiry will be continued until thee 
whole mystery is solved.

Montreal, Sept. 8.—The official inquiry 
ias to the letter stolen from the Post Office 
was continued at the Police Court this af
ternoon. The Hon. J. H. Pope, Minister 
of Agriculture, deposed that on the 23rd 
ult., at Ottawa, the Hon. John Young, in. 
the presence of the Premier, had an inter
view with him respecting his position as 
inspector, stating that he was willing to 
resign his position in Parliament if he was 
sure of retaining the inspectorship ; that, 
on the 25th ult, he saw Mr. Young ini 
this city, when, on the previous occa
sion, he assured him that there was; 
no ill-feeling against him. Being au
thorized by Sir John to say that he should 
be treated fairly, he at once wrote to Sir 
John on the subject, saying that he consid
ered himself pledged to support Mr. Young’s 
claim. On the 2nd inst., at Cookshire, he 
received from Sir John the telegram which 
was sent in triplicate to that place, Sher
brooke, and this city. On the morning of 
the 3rd he arrived in Montreal, but oould 
not obtain thé letter. On that afternoon he 
saw Messrs. Young, Holton and Dorion, 
seemingly excited, crossing apparently from 
the Post Office to the Herald office. The 
depositions of Several Port Office clerks were 
also taken. Their evidence was .merely 
negative ia its character.

Montreal, September 9. — Two poste 
office clerks testified to-day in the 
Pope -Macdonald stolen letter case and denied 
any knowledge of it. Samuel Mason, sta
tioner and bookbinder, deposed that on last 
Friday morning, to the best of his recollec
tion about ten o’clock in the morning, he 
went into the office of Mr. Parks, photo
grapher, on business. Whilst there Mr. 
Stewart of the Herald came in and asked 
Mr. Parks to photograph a letter, which 
from its general appearance he believed 
to be the one in question. It was given to 
the workmen, and Mr. Stewart .left, but 
shortly afterwards returning requested Mr. 
Parks, as he was in a hurry, to photograph 
the letter himself. He at enoe complied. 
He did not hear what number of copies were 
required, and he went out whilst Mr. 
Stewart was in the office to the best <rf hia 
belief. .

Mr. Anger, who has been in the Port Office 
for twenty years, stated that he left the 
office at 12.30 o’clock on last Tuesday 
morning, when Mr. Harding was sorting the 
delivery letters. He knew nothing of the 
letter in question. Mr. Parka, photofpapher,. 
further deposed that last Friday morning, 
from negatives of this letter, he (Mr. S.) in
structed him to give copies to ao one but 
himself, and intimated that it would shortly 
be published.

THB SCANDAL,

The loyal Commission

Sir,—Referring to the letter published 
in the Herald this morning, purporting to 
have been written by Sir John A. Macdon
ald, and addressed to me, I have to say that 
no such letter was ever received by me, has 
never been in my possession, nor did I see 
it until I read it in the Herald this ihorn-

“ Youra, Ac.,
“ J. H. Pope.”

Montreal, Sept. 5—The inquiry into the

Srloining of Sir John Macdonald’s letter to 
r. Pope, was carried on before the Police 

Magistrate to-day.
Hon. John Young was first sworn, and 

stated that on Wednesday last, the 3rd 
inst., he had gone to the post office at 10 
a m. for his letters, and among others in his 
box he received one which was an open note, 
signed by Sir John Macdonald and address
ed to “ Dear Pope.” It was dated the 1st 
of September, and iras identical with the 
one produced. He found the note was a 
slip of paper, which was also produced, on 
winch were the words, “ Forwarded 
by a friend for the information
of Hon. Mr. Young.” This slip 
and the note were enclosed in the 
envelope. No other paper or infer- 
mation as to who had sent it to his address 
was given. He read the letter twice, and 
came to the conclusion that some one was 
hoaxing him. He then crossed the street to 
the Herald office, where he found the Hon. 
L. H. Holton, who happened to be with 
Mr. Penny. The witness showed them the 
letter. Doubts were expressed as to its 
being genuine. He thereupon left it with 
Mr. Penny, and later in the day it was de
cided to publish it, as, after some 
deliberation, he (the witness) believed 
that it would be for the inter 
of the public that it should be published. It 
accordingly appeared in the Herald next 
morning. He had no knowledge whatever 
as to who sent it to him. The note was not 
marked private, but the corner of the left 
hand page was clipped off.

Hon. Luther H. Holton was next ex
amined, and stated that on the 3rd instant, 
he had occasion to call at the office of the 
Montreal Herald between ten and eleven in 
the forenoon. While there, the Hon.'John 
Young came in and showed " 1 
a letter he had just got from 
poet office. That letter waa 
dressed to the Hon. J. Young—that is, 
the envelope was so superscribed, while the 
enclosed letter was what purported to be a 
letter, dated Ottawa, the 1st of September, 
-addressed to the Hon. J. H. Pod®, and sign
ed by Sir. John A. Macdonald* It was- ix 
a paper wrapper, on which was written, 
“ from a friend, Ao.” Mr. Young’s object 
in showing him the letter was to get his 
opinion as to the genuineness of the signa, 
tare. He believed the signature was that of 
Sir John Macdonald, with which he was 
familiar. He read the letter, and did not 
remember seeing the word private marked 
on it. One corner of the sheet had been cut 
off. Mr. Penny came in just then, and cor
roborated the deponent’s opinion. Later in 
the day the Hon. A._ A. Dorion also corrobo
rated the same.

Mr. Penny, the next witness, being 
sworn, stated that on Wednesday, when he 
came to his office, he found the Hon. J. 
Young and L. H. Holton there. They pro
duced the letter in question. It was signed 
by Sir John Macdonald. Both of those gen
tlemen expressed their opinion that the let
ter discovered a plot to commit a serions 
crime, and that it would be 
necessary to bring it before the public. 
They also showed him an envelope with a 
post mark and stamp »ffi«d thereto, and 
they stated that the letter had oome to the 
Hon. J. Young. They also showed him a 
small flip of paper which had surrounded 
the letter, and on whioh it was stated that 
it (the letter) had been sent by a friend. 
They then went away and subsequently re- 
turned. Mr. Young then authorized him to 
publish the letter and left it for 
that purpose. He added that before 
publication he took the pains to 
verify the genuineness of the signature 
by comparing it with others of the same

OKTABIO Kl*LE ASSOCIATION.

Close of the Teurnament.
The sixth annual prize meeting of the On

tario Rifle Association was brought to a close 
last Saturday with the Small Bore Match* 
whioh was concluded at three o’clock in the 
afternoon. The highest number of points in 
the first stage was made by Mr. J. Adam» 
who scored 78, and at the 1000 yards rwy.

The meeting on the whole has been a very 
successful one, the number of entries have 
been exceedingly Ikrge, and the Association 
may fairly be congratulated on the result of 
its past labours. We have published the 
full lists of prizes in our daily edition, but 
find it impossible to make space for their 
repetition in the Weekly Mail

INTERNATIONAL regatta.
The Citizens’ International Regatta open

ed on Wednesday, the 3rd inst., and was not 
completed until Monday last. The manage
ment throughout was anything but satisfac
tory. On the tint day a yacht race took 
place for the Governor-General’s medal and 

champion prize of Lake Ontario with 
$300 added. One of the buoys was carried 
away in this race, and it was ordered to be 
sailed over again. On the next day a good 
breeze was blowing and several casualties 
happened to the yachts. The Oriole came 
in first, but the race was protested on the 
same ground as the day before, the 
Mimico buoy having disappeared. On Friday 
the race was sailed over again during a stiff 
wind, and was won by the large schooner 
yacht Oriole, the Ooral second, In» third, 
and Standly fourth. The Coral won the 
prize for standing keel boats, the Ina for 
centre boards, and the Lady Standly took 
the second prize, $100, in the race for the 
champion flag and Governor-General's medal. 
The Prinoo of Wale»’ Cap was won by the 
Ina on Saturday.

The second-class yachts had * race on 
Thursday for the Governor-General’s medal 
and $80, the second prize being $60, and the 
third $40. The Gipeey, of Hamilton, won 
the first prize, with the Mszeppa, of Cape 
Vincent, second, and the Water Kelpie, of 
Toronto, third.

The rawing races were decided as fol
lows Four-oared amateur, New Dominiom 
Club ; double-scull skiff race, Ward and' 
Montgomery ; doable - «mil professional, 
Coulter and Morris, of Pittsburg; amateur 
double-scull, Lam be Bros., Argonaut Club ; 
professional single-scull, Coulter, of Pitts
burg ; amateur single-scull, Tinning; ama
teur pair-oared, Soholee and Hudson, of the 
New Dominion Club.

Tue Victoria (B. C.) Weekly Standard 
say s : — “ It is generally conceded that the 
highways of the Province were never before 
in so good repair as they are in at the pre
sent moment. This and last years have 
seen a larger number of new roads 
made, more new trails opened and cut, and 
bridges built, than were constructed dm*ing 
half a dozen previous year» together.”

The St. Catharines News says :—“ Mr. 
John Brown, contractor, called on us this 
morning to give a flat contradiction to the 
rumour that he was about to engage Chinese 
labourers. He never had the slightest in
tention of doing such a thing, as he can get 
plenty of native labourers. Those papers 
that copied our firat item will oblige by con
tradicting it”

Mailman, when asked by the Magistrates 
who conducted the investigation, what he 
had to say in answer to thefeharge of mur
dering his wife, replied “ I am not guilty 
of this charge, not a bone of me. I am in
nocent of the crime. There are two things 
1 will hold back until Supreme Court that 
will clear me. Those who have her shoes 
took her life.’ — Halifax Chronicle.

A correspondent, having seen eases of 
people suffering from contact with “ poison 
ivy, rends the following Keep the erup
tion. which is much in annearmnoe like 
erysipelas, well covered with sweet oil by 
day, and at night with sweet cream, not 
washing off the oil, and so continue until 
the inflammation, which lasts many days, 
abates, and whioh if not taken in time may 
continue for months.”

The Cape Breton Advocate says that last 
month “a warrant was issued for the arrest 
of Henry Watson, alias Henry McCormack, 
of Laitehe's Oeek, for the supposed murder 
of a man named Alexander Lavingrtdea, in 
August, 1870. At that time the murdered 
man waa found floating in the water, at the 
North Bar, with severe injuries on the back 
of the head. No clue to the perpetrator of 
the outrage was obtained until recently, 
when, during a row at North Bar, one Mor
rison was compelled by the brothers of the 
deceased to disclose facts which led to the 
issue of the warrant. After a determined 
search of four day», the accused was arrested 
yesterday morning, at Little Glace Bay, by 
the Deputy Shenff and lodged in gaol in

Ottawa, Thursday, Sept. 4.

At noon to-day Judges Day, Polette, and 
Go wan, Royal Commissioners, appointed to 
take evidence in reference to Mr. Hunting- 
ton’s charges against the Ministers, met in 
the Railway Committee room of the Parlia
ment buildings. There was only a small at
tendance of the general public, but "the Frees 
was fully represented. The Minier* pre. 
sent were Sir John Macdonald, Hon, A. 
Campbell, and Hon. H. L. Langevin. There 
■were also present Sir F. Hincks, Hon. H 
Stamen, and Hon. J. J. C. Abbott.

Th. proceeding! were opened by the Sec re- 
tary, Mr. Salter Vankoughnet, who, at the 
call of the Chairman read the fall text of 
the Royal Commission issued to the mem- 
bera thereof.

Tmsbeing done, the Chairman said—Call 
the Hon. Lucius Seth Huntington.
^Crfer, in loud voice—Lucius Seth Hunting-

No answer was obtained.
The Chairman—Call the Hon. Henry 

Stares J
Klt. Starnes having been called, that gen

tleman appeared and took his seat at the 
witness table. He testified, in reply to 
questions by the Chairman, to the receipt of 
the famous package, and consented to its 
being opened, having been authorized by 
Sir Hugh Allen and Mr. McMullen to con
sent under certain conditions. The packet 
was handed to the Court, and put on file, 
but not read. He farther testified that he 
had acted as Treasurer to the Committee 
of Sir George Cartier’s election and had re
ceived subscriptions. He had signed the re
ceipt published in the newspapers, but 
but without thinking about it. The receipt 
mentioned two letters ; he did not know 
where they are ; did not give it in conse
quence of any undertaking contained in 
those letters, such as the Pacific Railway. 
The subscriptions deposited amounted to 
between $60,000 and $75,000.

Sir Francis Hincks sworn and examined 
by the Chairman gave a narrative of the 
circumstances from the beginning, but as the 
facts are familiar to the public we omit this 
part of the evidence. The following are 
salient points of the cross-examination of 
Sir Francia :—

Q. Then I understand you to say dis
tinctly that anterior to the legislation on the 
subject, which took place in the session of 
1872, there were no negotiations between Sir 
Hugh Allan and Mr. McMullen as represent
ing certain United States capitalists for the 
purpose of placing this enterprise in the 
hands of a company of American capitalists 
with Sir Hugh Allan at its head. Have you 
any knowledge of anvthine of the kind ?

A. 1 was perfectly aware of the fact that 
Sir Hugh Allan came to Ottawa in company 
with those persons. I was perfectly aware 
that negotiations were going on between 
them, but as to the nature of their agree
ment I never saw the agreement, and never 
knew of any until I heard of it 
matter of conversation and saw

George Cartier. There is no doubt, h- 
ever, of the fact that Sir George Cartier ! 
strongly opposed to Americana having any! 
tereat in the scheme Mr Mc Malien alej 
one of hia letters, talks about “ Tne pie 
we have received.” Most unq >: est i ol ably I 
Americana never received my pledge.

Sir John Macdonald—1 should 
put a few questions to Sir Francis, 
will either pat them througn the chair |

The Chairman intimated that it wot 
more regular to put all questions : 
the Chairman

Sir John Macdon a i> - i F. 
in the most positive Lei .. 
was received or paid to tut. vote,nun 
condition ot giving the contract to c 
parties, but there is an allegation in a 1 
of Mr. McMullen that he (Sir Francis; 1 
ceived a specific sum. Will you ask if I 
received a specific'sum of S4,5U0. witti 
without any condition from Sir He 
Allan ? Th-- question being repeated byl 
Chairma-, 9

Witness—I received no sum ; not

Sir John Macdon all—Can 
when the general elections commenced j 
when they ended ?

A. My impression is that they commenfl 
about the 15th July and ended about ( 
middle of August.

Q Up to the time of the re turn of 1 
writs of election, which took place in L 
tember, was there any policy suggested 1 

j the Government, or before the Governmef 
except an amalgamation of the two <
‘a.^Nu.

Q. During all that period, was 
not understood that a strenuous attempt h 
been made to effect an amalgamation of i

A Yes ; and I had reason for believe 
that there was good ground for expectf 
that an amalgamation would take place.

Q Daring the whole of the period 1 
election was going on ? •

And until long after ?
A. Yes, and until as late as the beginnJ 

of October.
0. Are you aware that in October the effoJ 

of the Government to effect an amalgaid 
^ion of the two companies were renewed ? I 

A. Yes.
Q. Was there any suggestion from a 

person to the Government that you | 
aware of, or was it a portion of the policy 1 
the Government to issue a charter under fa 
Government Act until after the failure of § 
attempts to amalgamate the two

A. Certainly not.
Q. Then the charter which was i 

and is now in existence, is based on a p 
that was only adopted by the Govern! 
in October or November, after the atte 
to amalgamate had proved a failure ?

A. Yes, and I would be inclined to pul 
even to a later period. The arrangera 
for the new Company took a consider* 
time. I presume it was November. , * 
policy of the Government to work by mel 
of a Company of this kind was decided o * 

Andrew Allan sworn, and exai 
the Chairman. His evidence was 1 
had no knowledge of the matters under d 
sidération untd he saw the letters in I

and!
mongst papers.

the papers published on the subject. I have E. L. DeBellekeuille, 
no personal knowledge of any agreement amined by the Chairman 
between them, and simply know the fact J Q- Have you knowledge of any neg< 
that Sir Hugh Allan was in communication tions whatever between Sir Hugh Allan 
with them. Mr. McMullen?

Q. Have you any reason to believe that j A. No ; except what has been pub] 
any members of the Government were at in the newspapers. Nothing personally, 
that time conscious that the agreement was ] Q You took a part in the elections 
framed, and that negotiations were going summer, did you not ? 
on ? A. I did in some counties, not in M

A. They knew, I am sure of no agree
ment, but they must have known of the 
fact that Sir Hugh Allan came with those 
persons to Ottawa. They must, therefore, 
nave known of the fact that negotiations 
were taking place, bat they never gave any 
assent to each.

The Chairman, to witness—A part of the 
charge is that an understanding was come 
to between the Government and Sir Hugh 
Allan and Mr. Abbott, M. P., that Sir Hugh 
Allan and his frifends should advance a large 
sum of money for the purpose of aiding the 
election of Mimsters and their supporters at 
the ensuing general election, and that he and

treal East.
Q. Are you aware of sums of money l 

supplied from any source whatever for I 
purpose of carrying on the elections in Lofl 
Canada, or in any portions of it ?

A. I know Sir Hugh Allan did advd 
some money for carrying on the elections.! 
do not know the amount.

Q. About what time was that advaj

A. It must have been in August, I <

Q. To whom was that money paid whj 
Sir Hugh Allan advanced ?

A. I know only of one sum of mol
his friends should receive the contract for , paid, to M. Beaubien, the representative I
the construction of the railway.

A. It is utterly impossible that any such 
understanding could have been come to.

Q. Theory our answer is to contradict in 
unequivocal terms the charges made ?

A. In most unequivocal terms.
Q- You mean to contradict in the most 

unequivocal terms that an understanding 
was come to with the Government, Sir 
Hugh Allan and Mr. Abbott, one of the 
members of the House of Commons of Can
ada, that Sir Hugn Allan and his friends 
should advance a large sum of money for 
the purpose of aiding the election of Minis
tère and their supporters at the then ensuing 
general elections, and that he and his friends 
should receive the contract for the construc
tion of the railway.

A. Yes ; and I should add that of coarse 
I cannot positively swear with reference to 
everything that passed between the indivi
dual members of the Government and Sir 
Hugh Allan and Mr. Abbott, bat I know of 
my own knowledge that everything con
nected with the Pacific Railway charter 
came under my own observation, and I 
know it was not given with any reference

Q. Do you know whether any such un
derstanding was come to between Sir Hugh 
Allan and Mr. Abbott and any member of 
the Government Î

A. I know of none.
Q. Were your relations with Sir Hugh 

Allan aa intimate as those <rf the other mem
bers of the Government ; more so or less 
so ?

A. I should think about the same ; very 
much about the same.

Q. Have you any knowledge that any 
money was famished by Sir Hugh Allan for 
election purposes ?

A. Well, I suppose I have that knowledge

Q. Were you aware of it at the time of 
the elections ?

A. I am now aware of the circumstances. 
I have got the information which the whole 
public has got. I am aware that Sir Hugh 
Allan was a liberal contributor to the elec
tion fund.

Q. Had you any knowledge of that at the 
time of, or before the election ? 
warda^ot Un^ a con“<foraMe time after-

Q. Did you know for whose election in 
particular some of it was contributed ?

A. No, I cannot say that I did. I have 
reason to believe a very large sum was con
tributed for the Montreal election, I suppose 
the principal sum.

Q. Was it not understood that Sir Hugh 
Allan was to be President of the Pacific 
Company ? ; .

A. Of course parties who went into the 
Company were perfectly free to vote for 
Whomsoever they pleased. I did not take 
any part in the communications that passed 
between those gentlemen. I don’t know

Q. Can you say about the sum of money 
contributed by Sir Hugh Allan to the Elec
tion funds 1

A. No not from my own knowledge, and I 
cannot give hearsay evidence.

Q- Have you any knowledge of any sum 
of money being offered to any member of the 
Government in connection with the forma
tion of the Pacific Railway Company, to in-

the County of Hochelaga, for his election.!
Q. Do you know of any money paid J 

the promotion of Sir George Cartier’s e

A. Not personally. I heard of it, 1 
don’t know personally. I was not a mei 
of Sir George’s committee.

Q. The charge is that money was advi 
to aid the election of Ministers and t 
supporters. Do you know how much n 
was advanced for M. Beaubien’s elec

A. He got a cheque for $7,000 from j 
Hugh.

Q. Are you aware of any further sums I 
vanced by Sir Hugh ?

A. I am not personally. I have 
sums mentioned, but do not know pers

Q. Can yon state when this advance 1

A. I think I stated August, but h 
ing over the matter, I think 1 made a ; 
take. Now, as far as I can remembi 
think, in fact, I am sure that money was p 
to M. Beaubien in September, and I rei 
ber now that it was paid after the elec 
was finished and he was elected. I j 
positive that that $7,000 was given to | 
Beaubien after hia election.

Q. Why was it given to him hen ? |
repay h

A. I have no such knowledge. I am 
perfectly convinced there was nothing of

Q. Or any other inducement ?
A. Never. This may be a proper time to 

explain a circumstance which has been re
fereed to in the papers, which seems to imply 
that I desired some inducement. Reference 
has been made to my having stipulatedjfor a 
situation on the Pacific Railway for one of 
my sons. I desire to explain exactly what 
passed. When I wrote a letter very hastily 
I really for the moment forgot the cir
cumstance, but I afterwards distinctly re
collected it. My youngest son came in 
October, 1671, to pay a visit to 
his friends. He then held an office 
in British Guiana, he came here on leave 
of absence. I was anxious to keep him in 
Canada and to establish him in business. 
Sometime during the fall of 1871, while Sir 
Hugh Allan, by the way, was absent from the 
country, a friend of mine in Montreal sug
gested to me the idea of pnrchasihg ont a 
forwarding business which was likely to be
come vacant in consequence of the death of 
a gentleman who died, so far as I can recol
lect, some time in the latter part of 
November, 1871. It being supposed 
that his business, after his death, 
would be disposed of, I took the 
opportunity of Sir Hugh Allan being in Ot
tawa when he was on a visit for three or 
four days to the Governor-General at Rideau 
Hall early in January, 1872, after hie return 
from England, to have a conversation with 
him, and the object was simply to obtain bis 
advice with respect to that business, for I 
considered him to be a more competent 
judge than any one I knew of. He strongly 
dissuaded me from having anything to do 
with it. and at the end of the short conver
sation 1 said, “ Well, Sir Hugh, if you hap
pen to hear of an opening for my son I shall 
be very glad if you will bear him in mind.” 
He then made the observation, “Oh, when 
the Pacific Railway is started there will be 
plenty of opportunities.” So little impor
tance, however, did I attach to the conver
sation that I never mentioned it to my son. 
No idea of influencing me this way ever oc
curred to Sir Hugh Allan or myself. If 
having such a conversation as I have de
scribed were wrong I am alone responsible 
for it, for no other member of the Govern
ment knew anything about it, nor did I 
attach any importance whatever to it.

Sir John Macdonald—If I may be allow
ed to make a remark, and through you, to 
request the witness to go over attentively a 
letter from Mr. McMullen, published on the 
18th July, aad dated 11th July, in which 
there are sundry statements of importance 
affecting myself personally and the Govern
ment, as for instance the statement that Sir 
Francis Hincks received $4,800.

The Chairman having repeated the ques
tion.

Witness said, there is a statement to the 
effect that I had said that at my time of life 
I would perfer a round sum of money down. 
No such conversation, I swear positively, 
took place, and ao suggestion of any kind 
was made by me to SirHngh Allan for a sum 
of money, or with reference to money. I 
had no loan. The statement with respect to 
tome one eke getting $10,000 and another, 
*4,500 is also untrue. There is also a refer
ence whioh is really immaterial to the in
quiry, but it is a statement made 
that I had said something about Sir Geerge 
Cartier’s jealousy with reference to the 
Grand Trunk as against the Pacific. Mr. 
McMullen professes to say that he had a 
conversation with me to this effect I don’t 
«collect ever having a conversation with 
Mm, and I don’t think it is at all likely that 
* would sneak to him with reference to Sir

A. Yes, certainly, to pay h 
incurred, but I think he gave hi 
that it was an advance of mone. 
funded, I do not know when.

Q. Do yon know from v hat source it f 
derived ?

A. Ido not know. I only saw the c 
of Sir Hugh’s.

Q. Have yon any knowledge whether | 
was advanced on the request of any n 
of the Government ?

A. No, Sir. I think I was one of the i 
sons, or the first person, who asked! 
Hugh to help M. Beaubien in that s 
I was the only one too.

Q. You do not know of any sum b 
vanced to aid the elections at the reque^ 
the Government ?

A. Not to my own personal knowle 
have heard that money was advanced t 
Sir George’s election, but I do not 1 

Q. Have yon any papers in yonr I 
session that would throw light upon the I

A. I don’t know that 1 have. _ 
ing as secretary of the Canada Pacific,! 
now I am acting as one of the secret# 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, but all j 
filed in my possession are only lett 
eluding all the correspondence betw 
Canadian Pacific and the Government! 
the Interoceanic Company, which I 
in my care.

Q. Have these papers any bearing i 
the present inquiry ?

A- They may have as far as 
the first portion of the accusation, d 
connection with the Americans but thej 
ewer made by the Canada Pacific F 
to the members of the Interoceanic 
most positively any such connection.

Q. Have yon any of those papers 1 
A. I have not. They must be f 

hands of the Government.
Sir John Macdonald—They have I 

laid before Parliament.
Sir Francis handed in to the Com 

sioners a bine book containing the < 
snondence in question.

" Hon. Mr. Abbott asked leave 
question or two to the witness.

Q. Were you not Secretary to the 
visional Board of the Canadian Pacific I 
way Company, of which Sir Hugh Allan! 
President ?

A I was.
Q. Did you not take steps 

after the session of Parliament to 
whole of the stock of that Company] 
scribed, and where and in what pr| 
tions ?

A Y'es ; under the instructions 
President and the Board, T published a 
tisements in the newspapers in all the I 
cipal towns of the Dominion, statii 
stock books had been opened and were 
posited in certain places named in the a 
tisement, and inviting the public dee " 
subscribing to go to such places and ini 
their names for such stock as they migfci 
sire to take in the Canadian Pacific F 
Company. I was appointed secreti 
June, and I attended to this businej 
July and August, 1872.

Q. Was there any reserve of any of! 
stock, or was it all freely thrown 
subscription ?

A The whole stock was thrown opj 
the public. There was no reservation o 
part of the stock.

Q. With reference to the loan tft 
Beaubien, I would like to know if Sir Ç 
Allan and M. Beaubien were not enga! 
very intimate terms with each other 
Northern Colonization Railway, and » 
net in consequence of their relations! 
you felt yourself justified in asking Sir F 
for assistance towards the election, a 
in consequence of anything connected! 
the Pacific ?

A Sir Hugh Allan is President of 1 
road, and M. Bean bien is Vice-PraeJ 
and for three years or three years : 
half they have been connected 
insure the success of that 
and it may be, as far as I know, i 
quence, or in consideration of the £_ 
existing between them that Sir HuglTn| 
loan of money and helped M. Beanhj 
his election. When I asked the i 
from Sir Hugh I did not in the 
tion any interest of Sir Hugh or _ 
bien connected with the Pacific liailw 
only considered Sir Hugh as a friend J 
Beaubien, and thought he might 
Beaubien in his election, which i 
completed, like other friends of his.

The Commission adjourned at 2.15 j

Friday, Septj 
The Royal Commission met at [ 

Sir John Macdonald and some 
isters were present. The attendance 4 
general public was even less than a 
previous days.

The first witness called was V ictor E 
who, on being sworn, deposed in F 
he knew Sir Hugh Allan, but not 1 
Mullen. He had no personal knowle 
any arrangement between these two d 
men concerning the Pacific Railwaij 
took part in the election at Monti-—* 
having been a "member of Sir George 0 
Committee. That Committee had r 
subscriptions from Government I 
in the usual way, but he did not k 
name of any one who had 
had heard that Sir Hugh Allan fa 
tributed something, but did 
for a fact. Sir Hugh was not a n 
the Committee. Witness 1 
of any receipts having been gm
scriptions, or of any documents r___
the subject. He had no knowledge 1 
Pacific scandal except what he saw f
^ir5-Beaubien was called but


