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MIRAMICHI ADVANCE, CHATHAM, NEW BRUNSWICK, APRIL 24, 1890.

6t#ml §mws. I pirmichi Advance. said Honorable Andrew G. Blair ia the debate, had about decided to let which,gR cl mitted, might have proved nient with this great crime, and limply 
fully exonerated from the charges pre- the opposition do their scavenger- something mine than that which had been because they had, after mature consider- 
ferred against him, and that the evi- k , „ , . , * proved. It might be well to inquire into ation, yielded to the strong expression of
deuce produced on the part of the ”°rk d Є“Ь a vote when tbey the character ot the evidence sought to public sentiment as expressed by the
prosecution before your committee not j had talked themselves out. have been brought forward. Was that mayor and common council of the city of
only fails to sustain the chargea con- ! Dr. Alward, however, caused a alight evidence, evidence of fact ? He thought St. Jehn and if, after yielding to their
tained in said resolution but complete-І departure from this programme by "lienee of а“іовкЬсгР further than had сЇиг“‘аьІ Thou'Sht it w^uld” afford tery 
ly disproves them, and your commit- moring the following in amendment to been given. Every fact cfiend io evi httlo encouragement to any government
tee express their regret that such a -- Baird’s resolution*_ tien ce h«*d been allowed and he defied auy , to make efforts to aid Sr. John in making
groundless and malicious charge should . * * e bon. gentleman to show a «.ingle in dance improvements at that port. That mem-
have been made against the said An- j otnke out all the words after re- where evidence that would have had any om[ coutained a request that a larger
drew G-Blair. j «solved and insert the following: That bearing directly or indirectly had 1 Huhsidy than that provided by the act of

Dated the 16th day of April, A. D. | while it appears in the evidence be- been excluded by the committee. | 1882 should be given. It would be weU
1890. і fore the committee on the oath of Hon. Mr. Haningtou—Did not tM6 committee to bear in mind that it had been presen*

Mr. Blair and others, that he person- refuse to bring witnesses to prove that ted on the 14th of December, but at the
ally-did not know from whom the one $4,000 had been offered to procure the same time it should be borne in mind 
thousand five hundred dollars sent from contract by Leary or his agents ? that although it was a short while before
St. John to his partner came, or that it ’ Hon. Mr. lugsley-It was stated to the the writs were issued for the election, the 
wae sent on auy condition» ae toit. °™tn,ttcethat.f ti-ev had the ev.decce government had
delivery, no, that it wae paid by any- j ^„Vd hîve prove/that' I or my^brot^ 80 COOTROb 0TKB TBB M™°RUL,6T9’ 
one interested in, or anxious for the j or 80швоцо ejse on L-ary’s behalf had 
dock contract of the 17th of January to j offered to somebody, whether to this g >v- 
go to Mr. Leary, yet it is to be regret- I ernmeut or any member of the govern- 
red that by the exclusion of evidence ment, or whether to Barker or Robertson 
by the majority of the committee a full they did not say, had offered that sum if 
examination into the fadts and circum- they would get the contract for Ьечгу. 
stances of the charges was prevented Continuing he said that such evidence 
and this houso also regrets the exist
ence of many of the facts proved, and 
especially of the arrangement by the 
Solicitor-General for the payment of 
the said sum of one thousand five hun
dred dollars, by persons ts king an 
active interest iu and anxious for tho 
government contract for docks and 
works to be given to Mr. Leary and it* 
payment to Mr. Blair’s partner to aid 
in he election of Mr. Biair and the 
government ticket in Yoik, on tiie same 
day and just about the time the gov
ernment icon tract was signed and de
livered to Mr. Leary’s agent, as such 
transaction*, among other evils, -end to 
throw disc-v du and suspicion on the 
management of public affairs au^l on 
those to whom are entrusted h!v mak
ing of contracts and the management 
and control of public moneys aud in
terests.

Dr. Alward argued, as Mr. Haning- 
ton had done, that all witnesses asked 
for by counsel for Mr. Atkinson ought 
to have been summoned, and claimed 
that if they had beeu that member’s 
charges would hayp been the means, 
perhaps, of connecting Mr. Pugsley 
somewhat closely vïith the Leary con
tract.

Dr. Alward’s main argument, how- 
defense of Mr. Atkinson

I went there it wa^upon another matter, heard or knew respecting gentlemen 
“.ГГі wbo had opposed hi. charge^ 

the mayor and council of St. John and After he had exhausted hims$)lL 
also Mr. Murray were anxious that it one seemed disposed to saylXnything 
should be signed, but there was no haste ; 
on my part. It was immaterial to me, 
sir, when it would be signed as I had 
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Scratched 28 Years more, for it was evident that everybody 

wanted to got clear of both Aikiuaon
Dootonud QMdicinee Ml Speed 
Uy <xnwd by Oiitiucra at a eoet of 16.

Cured by Cuticura.
If I had Known of the Оотютжа Ішим 

Id have saved me 
hundred dollars) and an 1mm 

suffering. My disease (psoriasis) com- 
I as mj head in a not not larger than a 
Itaprsad rapidly au ever my body and got 
■*7 мОа. The scales would drop off of me 
tmaa. and my euftering wae endless and 

■t rsoet One thousand dollars would not 
to have this iMsssse ever again. 1 am 

bat Ami rich to be relieved of what

About Election Expenses.
and his charges, so the vote was taken*" 
and the amendment of Dv. Alward lost 
on division : 22 t > 9.

The St. Andrews Beacon poses as one 
of the “innocents” of journalism. It 
assumes that the $1,500 contributed by 
a number of St. John gentlemen to 
the York election fund in the January 
contest, was sent there to “corrupt the 
electors,” and it says, “Surely this 
was bad enough.” There ja no evidence 
to show that the money was sent to 
oorrnpt the electors. The Beacon is a 
very young journal, and there has been 
no election iu Charlotte since its birth, 
because tbe people of that county, very 
■eûeibly, did not give encouragement 
to the Beacon's opposition friends. 
When the Beacon folks have had a 
little experience in contested elections, 
they will know that, however purely 
they may be conducted, a candidate 
cannot get through one without it cost
ing him a good deal of money. In 
large counties like York, where there 
are a good many parishes to organize, 
hundreds of dollars may be honestly 
spent in properly reaching and infonn- 
ingtheelectorate. Travelling expenses of 
agents, for a dozen parishes, including 
horse-hire, and other legitimate dis
bursements form no small item, es
pecially in the mouth of January. It is 
not unusual for committees to dis
tribute from 20,000 to 50,000 news
papers during an election campaign in 
a large constituency, and these, even 
at two cents each, make a big hole in 
$1,000, to say nothing of the expense 
of mailing, including wrapping, ad
dressing and postage. Then, if the 
candidates provide necessary refresh
ments for voters travelling long dis
tances to exercise their franchise, who 
shall say they do wrong? It is a cus
tom of the country and the outgrowth 
of the hospitality of the race. Why 
should people be hospitable every day 
in the year, save on polling day? We 
deprecate the free distribution of in
toxicants at elections, bat the man who 
pretends that it is wrong for electors to 
have reasonable refreshments furnished 
to them in country distiicts where tbe 
location of polling places necessarily 
involves more or less of travel, only en- 
deavots to cover a natural disposition 
to be mean by a contemptible hypoc
risy. If the Beacon will consult some
one who knows something of the sub
ject from an experimental standpoint, 
it will be convinced that two or three 
thousand dollars might be spent in an 
election• in York, Northumberland, 
Westmorland or any other of our large 
counties without a cent of it corruptily 
influencing voters. As a matter of 
fact, the necesssity for spending money 
in the late election in York was great, 
for the oppositibn'forces were making a 
desperate and expensive fight of it. 
The desperation still continues, and 
will do so ae long as the enemies of 
Mr. Blair can find funds to corrupt the 
constituency and fools to make and be
lieve charges such as that recently for
mulated by Mr. Atkinson. It is iu the 
interest of each parties that a certain 
class of papers are so ready to cry out 
about corruption on the part of others, 
but we have no doubt that the major
ity of the Beacon's readers will take 
little stock in the view it seems to en
tertain of the purpose for which the St. 
John friends of the government sent 
that $1,509 to the York election com
mittee. Like too many other papers, 
as well as politicians, the Beacon ap
pears to have been disappointed in the 
hope that its friends would prove that 
Mr. Blair had disgraced himaelf and 
the province, so it joins in the cry that 
the receiving by the York committee 
of the $1,600 referred to was, neces
sarily, for a corrupt purpose.

It might be asked, said the speaker, 
why he had gone to Harvey to see the 
attorney general? There had been some 
misunderstanding as to when the meeting 
would take place; notices had been put 
out calling tho meeting and the friends of 
the government in St. John were anxious 
that he shod 1 address them, when an in
timation was received that it would be 
impossible for him on account of his en- 
gage men ts in his own county to attend, 
aud in consequence of that he (Pugsley) 
had been requested to go up to Harvey,
He had acceded to that request and had 
gone to Harvey and had urged upon ^ie 
attorney to comply with the wishes of bis 
St. John friends. During the conver- Nays Messrs. Hanington, Stevens,
StWd tt? attorney" général №1 Stocks, Alward, Atkinson, Smith, 
would be an)* inducement to him to come Phinney, Sh:tw and Perley—9. 
to St John they were willing to con- The following members paired • 
Sfï'Tri: $•••«■ Ho-.l.erington With Turner!
that a certain gentleman, who is very Ketch uni with R.mrke and Burchill 
punctilious aa regards business, was not with р0*е11. Mr. Melanson after- 
quite willing to contribute toward the 
election expenses of the opposite party 
and who. when the matter of aiding the 
election fund for the other side came up, 
said he would think the matter over and 
having done so went shortly afterwards 
to his friends and said be would sub
scribe towards that object and

Mr. В bird’s résolution wai adopted 
by the same majority, tho names being 
as follows : —

Yeas :—Messrs.
Pugsley, ^TweeJie, Liblatic, Poirier, 
Wilson, Russell, Theriault, Harrison, 
White, Taylor. Palmer, HibWd, Mur
ray, Robinson, Douglas, ВшЛ^ 
son, Bellamy, Libillois and

it
Wm. Wilson,
James Mitchell, 
Thus Hbthbrington.

Mitchell, Ryan,

til tbs Mr. Phinney submitted the following 
minority report

Wo, the undersigned, a minority of 
the committee to whom was referred 
the resolution moved by M. C. Atkin
son, a member for the county of Carle- 
ton, preferring certain charges against 
the Hon. A. G. Blair, beg to report as 
follo ws :

No direct evidence was adduced be
fore the committee on the part of the 
prosecution to establish the truth of 
the charges as contained iu the resolu
tion. While Mr. Blair has positively 
and emphatically denied all knowledge 
of any agreement or arrangement with 
Mr. Leary by which he (Leary) was to 
contribute to the election fund of Mr. 
Blair and his colleagues in York or that 
any money was so received from Mr. 
Leary or his agents for that purpose, 
we desire, however, to call attention to 
the fact that a considerable amount of 
evidence offered on the part of the pro
secution and which ill our opinion was 
relevant and important to the inquiry 
was excluded under the rullmg ot the 
majority of the committee, and that in 
consequence the investigation has not 
been as thorough and searching as in 
our opinion, in justice to all concerned, 

have been, and we have to

•V
avow The government could not say to them 

they should not present their memorial 
at that time, for fear it would be after
wards contended if they supported it 
that they had done so from political 
motives and that it was to influence 
public sentiment in St. John.

Passiug fiom that he would ask the 
house to bear in mind that some 16 or 17 

but was simply offered in the endeavor to days thereafter, namely, the 30th of De- 
get in hearsay testimony, and that with- cumber,‘an order in council passed author- 
out in any manner connecting the attor- jziug the provincial secretary to enter 
ney general with it and without showing into a contract with Leiry at any time, 
it was a proposal made on behalf of tho subject, of course, to certain couditions. 
government, or any member of the gov- On the toi lowing day the provincial secre- 
eminent without pretending t > show that toÿ wrote the mayor of St. John inform- 
those witnesses could have prove і one mgSim that the memorial had been corn- 
solitary fact. It would, perhaps, not be plied with, 
out of place to here state that the ques- Mr. Pugsley here
tion h d been put to him and ho had would ask the house if that was not a

public declaration that the government 
would be willing, if it met with the ap
proval of their frfendS iu the legislature, 
to favorably consider the granting of such 
luvthur aid as might bj desirable in the 
public interests ? Thu was not a state
ment made to L iry, hu“, was pub Inly 
ma ie to tho mayor. By that letter the 
government had put itself into communi
cation noc with Leiry or any agent for 
Leary, but with the city of St. John, iu 
the most public manner. In that letter 

j the government, through its provincial 
secretary, had declared to the public an 

at- thorities of the city of St. John in the 
most public and solemn manner that they 
were

PREPARED TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT 
with such persons as they approved- 
That was followed up by the letter of 
tho provincial secretary under date uf the 
3d of Jatuary to the mayor of St. John, 
in which it had been made even more 
clear than it had been before that the 
provincial secretary was prepared to sign 
a contract with Leary. (Mr. Pugsley 
here read this letter.) That letter was 
the result of the mayor of St. John, the 
man authorized to speak for the whole 
>eople of St. John, calling upon Mr- Ma
gellan and requesting from him some 

further proof of the willingness of the 
go zernment to sign the Leary contract. 
The mayor then knew the plans and 
specifications had not been approved of, 
that the dominion government had not 
given the required subsidy and everybody 
tnew that the contract then to be entered 
into must necessarily be a provisional one, 
and therefore, not a binding contract. 
He would ask the house, and through the 
house the country, if, after that letter 
which had been sent

tbe doctors said was ieproey, some ring
worm, peortode, etc. I took... .end... .ЕШгаврж- 
rtBagomoue year and a half, but no cure. 1 

pndœth* Cuticura Hansom too m
clear and tree from 

need of them ware three

Ander- 
Brien—

«■not peabe the Qcticvba 
Ttow have made my akin aa 
мама aa a baby’s. AU I ui 
boxa* ef Cuticura, and three battle* of Cuticura 
■шоьтаат. and two cakes of Geneva a Boar. 
If you bad been here and said you would have 
anted me for laoo 00, you would have had the 
■mney. I looked like the ptatuie in your book 
efjpmala (picture number two. “How to Care 
■km Dtmaoss**), but now Cam as dear aa any 

Through force of habit I rub 
my ban* over my arme and legs to senteh ooo* 
ta a while, but to no purpose. I am all weU. I 

’ ty-sight years, and it got to be a
earned nature to me. I to»»* you a

22.

WOULD NOT GO TO PROVE Л FAUT\
wards explained that he had gone out 
of the house not expeo ig th^vote to 
be taken so soon, r 
name added to t

DENNIS DOWNING, Waterbary, Vt,

Cuticura Resolvent
tw MW Blood ond Skin Purifier ond purwt «ai to* of Humor Bemedhe. laterally, ud 

Сонетах, the moi Skin Core, ud Ситн их* 
•ех», м вчеши Skin Bexntlfier, «toirally. 
apoMBfoxndponuMsdjour.orerr tpeeUo.ofЗгаегьгіьгм&т'з:;
ricin, scalps and blood, with loee of hair, from 
phnplm to asrofola.

•i0 wished hie 
, for if he had 
have voted for

read the letter. He
been present he 
M*\ Baird’s mot;.

The controvert, 
committed on M 
discussed until two u clock on Tuesday 
morning.. The debate over this meas
ure was chiefly addressed to section six, 
which changed the provisions of the 
bill as first introduced, tho substitute 
section emanating from Mr. Powell of 
the opposition. It was moved by Mr. 
Labi Hois and accepted by Mr. Blair. 
This section was as follows:

denied ic. It hail not been suggested that 
it cou'd be proven that any member of 
the government had done so or that any
body protesting to act oil behalf of the 
government had done so, and he was here 
to mi ate that lie unqualifiedly hurled back 
the insinuation, lie had done so before 
the committee in the p.esence of the 
learned counsel for the prosecution who 
now seemed to be acting iu a double 
capacity.

Mr. Hanington-—And pray what did 
you do ?

Hon. Mr. Pugsley said he was here for 
the purpose of asserting, and he would 
sert without fear of contradiction, that 
the chairman of the committee had in
formed the counsel for tho proseзиtion 
that if they could show that Mr. Blair, or 
any member of the government, was di
rectly or indirectly connected with any 
statement which they said they could 
make it would have been admitted.

Mr. Haniugtou—Told me so !
Mr. Wilson—Yes, I did tell you so 

over and over again.
Mr. Hanington—You decided it behind 

ray back aud never informed me of any 
sueh thing, and the only thing I know 
about it is that when I came in the clerk, 
Mr. Richards, told me so.

Mr. Pugsley—That statement, sir, of 
the hon. gentleman, is

CHARGE IT TO THE ACCOUNT OF BABY AL
WARD.

At that interview with the attorney gen
eral he had not promised that he could 
attend to the advertised meeting in St. 
John. Both the attorney general and 
himself had sworn (and he invited the 
careful consideration of the home to the 
evidence they had given) that the dock 
matter was never mentioned on that 
occasion or that Leary, or that anybody 
on Leary’s behalf, was interested in it 
one way or the other in having it then 
signed. The next day, word was re
ceived from tbe attorney general that he 
would come down and address the pub
lic meeting. Oo the night on which that 
hon. gentleman addressed the meeting at 
the Institute he had made a publie 
declaration, in the presence of hundreds 
of people, as to what he would do. He 
then made a careful and guarded state
ment (guarded as the premier of this 
province ought to guard his language). 
There had been no haziness about it at 
all, and that statement was couvincing to 
those who wished to give it an im
partial hearing. It was no private 
statement but one made openly and from 
the public platform. Ooe would have 
supposed, he thought, that,
IF THIS CORRUPT BARGAIN HAD BEEN 

MADE

ions bill was re- 
afternoon and

Sold «rwywhere Price, Cuticura, 76c.: Soap, 
Me.; Ншмипит, «1.50. Prepared by the Ротгаж 
Dave amd Cumkul Codroaanoir, Boston, 
enofAJs* “Howto Care «Ma Obeeser “ * 

P«r*» « illustrations, and ICO testimonials.

it should
express our regret that against the re
monstrance of the undersigned such 
testimony was ruled out. We also 
regret to report that it is undoubtedly 
proved that the sum of $1,500 was sent 
from Sc. John by parties m sympathy 
with the government and who took a 
deep interest in the dock scheme in 
that city to aid in the election of the 
government ticket in York on the eve 
of the general provincial election and 
immediately prior to the execution of 
the contract by the provincial govern
ment with Mr. Leary for the construc
tion of the dock, and. that such contri
bution, or a major Dart of it, was made 
with the knowledge aud approval of 
the Attorney General and Solicitor 
General.

DTlfFLEB. black-beads, sharped and oily akin * lH prevented by СопсижА Medicated Soap.

W FIEE FROM RHEUMATISM.
\Л ^с5в°!Йі5рііЇпЄ pSite?1*1"I ffc^Dra rheumatic, eetotie, hip, kid® 

* ^ nay, chest, and muacnbr pains and
The list and only pain-tilling piaster.

If it appears to the judge on the trial of 
any election petition wherein the notice 
provided by section 32 of said; chapter 5 
ha» been given : (1) That corrupt prac
tices have prevailed in connection with 
any election to such an extent that in his 
opinion the return of any respondent was 
due to such corrupt practices, he shall, 
in case there are any defeated candidates 
who shall not be proved to havè commit
ted any corrupt practices, declare the 
returning officer’s return of such election, 
so far as it respects any one or more of 
the respondents who has or have com
mitted any corrupt practices, void, and 
may change the same to that extent to a 
return of such defeated candidate 
didates, provided always 

, , , , , . ... number of such defeated csomebody on Leary’, behalf wonld have be lel, or not Rreater thln the number o( 
ce.ved the attorney general privately, and reipnndenta £hoM election ,nd retur‘ 
would have received from hie own hp, ,ьц be eo decided void, the judge may 
...me assurance that would be ntiafae- cl the »,d return to a return of each 
lory, but what was tbe evidence? The defeated candidate or candidate., and ifГ.ҐпГегГь,^стЛ™їьГПГ th° * -«re, b. ftl decUre

tract was signed. The evidence was 
j that after the 3d day of January, when 

the attorney general had authorized the 
provincial secretary to enter into the 
contract, and him (Pugsley) to draw it, 
the contract had passed out of his mind 
so far as he was concerned. Re there
fore thought he was justified in saving 
that there was not one tittle of evidence 
not only which would not authorize or 
sustain the charge made against the at- 

ac- torney general, bat also not one tittle of 
evidence which would justify 
in charging against any member of the 
government the crime charged against 
the attorney general. The gentleman 
who had preferred this charge ought to 
have known what foundation he had for 
the charge, and if ho had any charge to 
make against himaelf, personally, why 
had it not been made and not seek, aa 
they were now seeking, to attack him 
in the amendment proposed? No, that 
would not do. He had 
suing him with the cunning of a serpent 
or the stealthiness of a hyena.* He was 
not in that unfortunate position, 
might be driven from the government, 
aud better than he be found to take his 
place, and tbe attorney general still be

m eeats.

діявші DISTRIBUTEDN ever, was a 
and it was interesting to find that ef
forts had now to be made in his behalfПЯШЛLZEUL3 to save him from condemnation for 
having brought his infaiqous charges 
against premier Blair.

J. D. Phinney, Mr. Palmer of Queens replied to
M. C. Atkinson. Messrs. Hanington and Alward and

Mr. Baird gave notice of the follow- 80 very effectively, but Hon. Dr. 
ing motion for Saturday : Pugsley made a most complete defence

Resolved, That this house adop«. | 0£ tjlu position of both himself aud the 
with great satisfaction the report of the ,
committee appointed to investigate the premier. We, therefore, give his 
charge preferred on Tuesday, the 8th speech quite fully, as it will enable 
day of April, instant, by Mr. M. C. our readers to understand the merits 
Atkinson, a member from the county of of tho whole que8tion.
Carleton, against the Hon. A. G. Blair, 
attorney-general and leader of the gov
ernment, which finds that tbe charge 
has not only not been established, but 
that the evidence adduced before the 
committee completely disproves the 
said charge, and the housejrecords its 
profound regret that so unfounded an 
accusation should have been preferred 
by a member of this house.

Mr. Pugsley suggested that as the

Ьсшаш State Lottery Company.
iMorprated try the I^gMatm forSduca- 

tkeal aafi Chaittxbl. ратушм. and In 
a part of the present State eon- 

stttattoa, ta 1879, by an overwhelming popular

№ MIMMOTH DUVSIOS tak* ріам Sami- 
JenfiUy, (Jim sad Dwemtor), and its S&iHD ваш ІГОХВШ DEAW1K98 taka ,üra in 
«•A at tka attor tea eoatto of the year, and 
an all town m publie, at the Academy of 
Saaic, How Orleans, La.
Famed for Twenty Years, 

ÜltegrltT Of Its Drrwlng» and. 
. ££ Inapt npant ef Prisas.

that if the 
candidates shall

LIKE A GREAT MANY MORE STATEMENTS
he has made ; it is like the statement he 
made last night when I happened to 
тг&ке some observations to him, and when 
he retorted across tbe house with the 
very courteous remark, “You 
sneak.” ,

Mr. Hanington—I did not say that. 
That is a misreport. I said in reply to 
you when you sa:d I could not get out of 
that line, and after I had withdrawn the 
word tool, there is one thing I am not, l 
am not a sneak. Those are the words I

Mr. Pngsley—The hon. member’s mem
ory has been defective. On former oc
casions he has been known to make state
ments on the one day and when brought 
up before him say he bad never made a 
statement of the kind. Will the hon. 
gentleman admit this statement as report
ed because he certainly did?

Mr. Haniugtou—When the hon. gen
tleman so recklessly states that which he 
knows to be uutrne I shall not reply to

the returning officer’s return of such 
election void, and ho may in case corrupt 
practices shall be proved to have been 
committed by one or more of the re
spondents and also by any defeated 
candidate or candidates, declare the 
election and return of such respondent or 
respondents void, and if it appears to the 
judge that corrupt practices have pre
vailed in connection with any election, 
but not in his opinion to each ah 
that the election of the respondent or re
spondents was due thereto, he shall, in 
case (a) no corrupt practices shall be 
proved to have been committed by any 
of the defeated candidates, declare each 
election and the return thereof void so 
far as they shall relate to any one of the 
respondents who shall be proved guilty 
of corrupt practices, and he may in ease 
(b) conrupt practices have been committed 
by any one of the defeated candidates 
confirm the election and return of the re
spondent or respondents. The expression 

'•‘‘defeated candidate” in sub-section -two 
of this section shall not mean or extend 
try or include a candidate who has 
the same ticket with respondent 
spondent*, and the term candidate or 
respondent, wheu used hereiu in 
tion with the committing of corrupt 
practices, shall extend to and include his 
agent or agents, or other person or per
sons who with bis knowledge and consent 
worked forais election aud return.

BROADCAST OVER THE FACE OF TUE PROV- 
f 9 INC*,

the government could have receded from 
the position they then took ? After thit 
all that remained to be done was to ar
range the details of the contract. The 
evidence of the hon. attorney general, 
corroborated by that of Mr. McLellan, 
was that he (Pugsley) was to prepare the 
same aud that it was to be signed in 
cordanee with tho letter given. From 
and afte.r the date of that letter, to all 
intents and purposes, the govefcurent had 
awarded that subsidy to L- ary subj.-.ct to 
the approval of the plana aud specifica
tions. The evidence taken before the 
commission would show that Murray, 
who was acting for Leary, knew that he 
was to prepare the contract aud submit it 
to him.

Mr. Pugsley then quoted in full the 
evidence of Mr. Murray at the inquiry, 
showing the latter’s ideas of the contract 
and the terms, and thought it disproved 
the insinuations aud charges against him. 
He asked if that evidence showed he was 
anxious to have the contract signed ; did 
it not show that the anxiety was on the 
part of Mr. Leary ? Mr. Murray said 
further he refused to sign the contract 
without the saving clause in it, and it was 
inserted and he was told of it the lOch or 
12th of January.

Continuing Mr. Pugsley said a great 
deal of the charge against the attorney 
general was that the contract as signed 
contained a provision that in case Leary 
did not get additional aid that he had 
been hoping for, the contract would not 
be bindiug, because it whs telt, as Murray 
says, that he would not bind himself ab
solutely to go on without such additional 
subsidy, and it would be

IMPOSSIBLE AND UNREASONABLE

Hon. Mr. Pugsley said a charge had 
been preferred against the attorney gen
eral for which there had been no reason
able foundation or cause. That charge 
had fallen to the ground, and although 
that was the case the house was now ask 
ed to consider the amendment of the hon. 
member for bt. John. (Alward.) Al
though that charge had been proved be
yond a doubt to be a reckless charge, 
although it had been proved conclusively, 
out of tbe mouth of the witness for the 

session was now far advanced perhaps prosecution, th»t the charge against the
attorney general is absolutely false, and 
that he is absolutely innocent of the foul 
and infamous charge brought agaiust him, 
yet the member for St John (Alward) 
thought tit to move this amendment that 
the solicitor general had done something 
for which he should be called upon to 
answer. Although he (Pugsley) had not 
been placed on trial, although no charge 

-had been preferred against him, and no 
opportunity given him to answer, yet this 
house was
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any man

the bouse would feel like unanimously
Mr. Pugsley—Will the hon. member 

say on Monday he d»d not insinuate that I 
was not a gentleman.

Mr. Hanington—I will say so on Sun
day, Monday and Tuesday.

Mr. Pugsley—On the 17th the hon. 
gentleman is reported to have said that 
he was advised to state that I had

GOT $3,000 FROM PARTIES INTERESTED 
in the Leary dock! scheme, I ask whether 
he made that statement or not? Does the 
bon. gentleman decline to answer?

Mr. Hanington—I talk to gentlemen.
Mr. Pugsley—I ask the gentleman if he 

will not tell me to tell th a house the 
name of his informer. The hon. gentle
man has charged me, the solicitor general 
of this province, sworn to guard sacredly 
the rights and interests of the people of 
the province, with having received $3 
from a public contractor; he has charged 
that I, who had the duty of drawing this 
contract, and of seeing that the intereSto 
of the province were carefully guarded 
and protected; he has deliberately charged 
me in the presence of the committee and 
of the people who were present at the in
vestigation of this matter, that I had 
received $3,000 from a public contractor, 
aud I ask the hou. gentleman to tell me 
(and if he will not tell me then to tell this 
bouse) who informed him that was so. 
have the right to ask and I appeal to this 
bouse and Ï appeal to you sir if, when a 
charge of that grave character is made 
against me, I am not entitled to the 
name of lua informant? The hon. gentle
man refuses to answer. I would not, sir. 
be justified in making use of auy language 
which is not parliamentary, but I would 
say that the man who would circulate 
against a fellow member of this house a 
charge of that serious character can be 
characterized by uo other title .than that 
of a

agreeing to consider the report this 
afternoon, rather than wait till Satur
day.

Mr. Hanington claimed that the evi- 
• dence was so voluminous that the usual 

time should elapse before Mr. Baird’s 
resolution could be discussed.

This was considered as another at
tempt to secure delay, because all the 
members had had access to the commit
tee room and most of them had heard 
the evidence as it was delivered, Mr. 
Hanington, himself, being as familiar 
with it as were the members of the 
committee themselves. He seemed de
termined, however, to claim rigid ad
herence to the rule and the house was 
obliged to wait until Saturday for the 
discussion.

The bill in amendment of the Con
troverted Elections Act was discussed 
ed at some length on Thursday and 
progress was reported with leave to sit 
again.

On Friday, Mr. Phinney made his 
inquiry as to the government’s intention 
regarding a bear bounty.

Mr. Mitchell—It is “bearly possible 
that a bounty will be granted.”

Mr. Phinney made his motion re
garding the Quebec resolutions. He 
had given Messrs. Blair and McLellan 
credit for sincerity in connection with 
the Quebec Conference ? What has 
become of the resolutions ? What ef
fort has the government made to give 
effect to them ? The house and country 
are entitled to the information.

The motion was seconded by Dr. At
kinson.

Mr. Blair in reply strongly criticised 
the conduct of Mr. Phinney durine the 
present session. He (Phinney) seemed 
to be deeply hurt because someone else 
had been selected as a government 
supporter in Kent. The selection of 
someone else had been made because 
Phinney, elected as a supporter, could 
not be depended upon to give the gov
ernment a reasonable and fair support. 
The hon. member while posing as an 
independent had stabbed the govern
ment in the back by an opposition vote 
without first having given the govern
ment his advice touching the matter 
on which he voted against them. There 
was no correspondence except of a con
fidential character.

Mr. Phinney’s motion was voted 
down,

The controverted elections bill was 
recommitted and discussed, progress 
being reported with leave to sit again.
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% CALLED UPON TO CONDEMN
and in some way disci edit him before the 
people of this country. It did not seem 
to him that the course taken by the hon. 
gentleman would commend itself to any 
fair minded mm either in the house or 
country. It did occur to him that when a 
member of this house, having in his place 
preferred a charge of so grave a character 
against the attorney general, and after be 
had had an opportunity of calling witnesses 
and when, by the testimony ot the wit
nesses whom he (Atkinson) had called, 
not only had hp failed to prove the charge, 
but after he had completely established 
the innocence of the attorney general it 
did seem to him that if the member 
for Carleton were honest ; if he were actu
ated by any principle of fairness ; if he 
had in his breast any honest instinct of 
fair play or decency, he should have 
risen in his place and expressed regret for 
the charge he bad made, and that he 
should at the same time express hie utter 
contempt for the man who had incited 
him to prefer the charge. It was no won
der that when the member for Carl: ton 
was before the committee, and when he 
was being examined at his ( Pugsley’s) in
stance after he (Atkioroo) had completely 
failed to establish his charge ; it was co 
wonder that when he had been as Red by 
the speaker who had incited him to take 
this coarse against the attorney general 
he ( Atkinson)

connec-
1ИЕ HONORED LEADER OF HIS PARTY.

But, no, the attack must be made 
against the attorney general; he was the 
man against whom all this-foul slander 
must be issued; he was the man whose 
political deatn must be encompassed and 
to that end they must, forsooth, bring 
their chargee at this late hour of the ses
sion, when they thought the facta could 
not be fully investigated, when the 
house could not wait till the full deter
mination of the matter. Then was it 
they made their charge in the hope that 
the house would adjourn before the com
mittee could get through with its labors, 
aud thus leave the charge to be circu
lated broadcast throughout he country 
nncontradicted. But that had failed. 
He would ask the house to calmly con
sider the various grounds lhat had been 
put forth in support of the^barge. In 
the first place he would a«T the house, 
having in mind the dates of the con
tract, his visit to Harvey, the telegram 
to Mr. Barry and tha payment ot tha 
money by Murphy to him (Barry) and 
that if there had been auy understanding 
arrived at by which this contract was tu 
be given to Leary in consideration of his 
contributing toward the expenses of the 
provincial elections. If they thought 
hie honored friend the 'attorney general 
was a party to such a corrupt bargain as 
that; whether this contract, which was to 
be the foundation for the payment of 
that money; whether he would have paid 
so little attention to it as he had

Dr. Alward moved--that the pro
visions of section six should not apply 
to imу election petitions pending, but 
this was defeated. The vote on the 
adoption of the section was as follows:—

Yeas—Messrs. Blair, Mitchell, Pug
sley, Twee lie, Leblanc, Lewis, Poirier, 
Russell, Theriault, Harrison, Taylor, 
Dalmer, Murray, Robinson, Ketchon>, 
Douglas, Biircl, Labillois, Bellamy, 
Anderson, O’Brien- 21.

Nays—Messrs. Hanington, Stock
ton, P liniu'y, Ai ward, Atkinson, 
S-ovens, S.nith, S law, Parley— 9.

(By Telegraph.)
Frederiction, April 23.

Hon. Mr. Tweedie committed the bill 
to provide for tliKAppointment of a Com- 
mi.-eion to investigate and report upon the 
best method of administering tho 
timber fends of the province, Mr. Bellamy 
in the chair.

Mr. Tweedie explained the bill. The 
first sectioji he said pr ivided that it shall 
be lawful foe the lieutenant governor in_ 
council to appoint oommisaiooe 
exceeding tbre-i iu number, to investigate 
and report upon the above subject, whose 
duty it shall be to examine fully into all 
matters connected with the subject of 
such enquiry, with power to summon and 
examine witnesses under oath.

The second section sets forth that the 
remuneration to be received by the 
missioners shall be fixed by the governor 
in council, and the amount thereof, to
gether with any other expenses necessary 
or incident to the commission shall be 
paid out of the provincial treasury by 
warrant in the usual manner.

Messrs. Hanington, Stockton and Phio- 
ney thought little good would come ont 
of a commission.

Tbj4_bill was agreed to.
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to expect that he should. After refer
ring to the amoutt that would be 

I spent in the construction of the dock and 
its capabilities when constructed, in ad
dition to the other harbor improvements, 
he proceeded to say that he felt it was 
justice to put that clause in the provision
al contract so that it would enable Mr. 
Leary to proceed to Ottawa aud there 

bis claim as to additional aid. It

Capital prize,$300,000.
VnraRAse:—At a meeting of the 

Imperial Federation League at St. 
John, a few days since, Sir Leonard 
Tilley, who presided, in replying to a 
vote of thanks, alluded to his own ad
vancing age. Eighteen months ago, 
he said, there were living six members 
of the New Brunswick House of As
sembly of 1861. Since then Hon. 
Daniel Hanington, Judge Gray and 
Judge Botaford have died. Now only 
Chief Justice Ritchie, ex-Governor 
Wilmot and Sir Leonard Tilley remain 
of the forty-one gentlemen composing 

. that house in 1851.
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had been charged that the contrac was 
one drawn in favor of Leary. In retdy to 
that he would say that it fas not drawn 
iu tavor of Leary, hut was drawn in every 
particular against him and in favor of the 
province, lie invited hou. geutlemen to 
take that contract up and to show him. if 
they could, one single clause in which the 
interests of the province had not been look
ed after. No subsidy became due under 
that contract to Mr. Leary until the 
work was completed according to the 
plans and specifications which were to be 
approved by the governor in council prior 
to the commencement of work. Such 
subsidies in я 11 were equal to a cash pay
ment of $30.000 on an expenditure by 
Leary of $500,000. He did not think it 
was each a bargain for Leary

Ц

АтОХШАШІ nuns.

• Тії*{g
MALICIOUS AND CONTEMPTIBLE SLANDERER, 
and, Mr. Speaker, if there was any lan
guage that was parliamentary that would 
more strongly express the contempt I 
have for such a man I wish to be under
stood as using it. Mr. Pugsley then pro
ceeded to say that it was perhaps due to 
the hou«e and to the constituency which 
had on funr different occasions returned 
him as their representative (twice by 
Urge majorities and twice by acclamation) 
that he should say there was not a word
of truth in the statement that had been . „ IIT„
made ; neither directly or indirectly had . AS W0ULD INDVCB HIM 
he received from Mr. Leary or any person 8'^® away several thousands to aid in 
on his behalf one single cent. He had the election. He had already called at- 
never had, directly or indirectly in any tention lo the date on which Mr. Murray 
shape or form, in any contract which said the clause had been put into the con- 
Leary was to get in connexion with the tract and had given it as the 10th or 12th 
dry deck any interest whatever. He of January, and he desired to call particu- 
ti listed that the gentlemen of the house jar attention to this date, because it was 
would pardon him for dealing with the important, to show that the statements 
matter, but he could not, in justice to made by hon. members on the other side 
himself, allow it to pass and therefore of the house as to Mr. Murray a evidence 
took the present occasion to in this particular were, to say the least,

GIVE-Т А» UNEQUIVOCAL DEN,XL, evidence of the hon.
though pernaps it was hardly needed trace attorney general and that given by him-
the house had had in the past, from time 8eif it would be seen that the draft con-
to time, an experience of such reckless tract had arrived in Fredericton previous
statements. He would now proceed to to the Sunday. This was in corroboration
deal with a matter more immediately be- 0f the statement he had himself made that
fore the house, and it would be his duty he had prepared it shortly after tho 3d of

HEINOUS CHARGE he had made to Іг^се h.istory of the St. John dock January and on it being acquiesced in by
and harbor improvements *nd his con- Mr. Murray, he had immediately sent it

against the hon. leader of the govern- nexion with them. Some time last year to the attorney general, 
ment. Це (Atkinson) had not availed an application had been made to the gov- Mr. Pugsley then quoted the evidence 
himself of that opportunity ; he had by ernment on behalf of a company known аз 0f the attorney general and himself on 
bis conduct, by his silence and by his de- the Van Slooten Company. That appli- this point, and said that although some 
dining to answer convicted himself before cation had been preceded by one from a hon. gentlemen might say that I am not 
the country of having perpetrated a wilful company, the promuter of which was A. to be believed, yet I ask this house (and I 
aud malicious slander. It had been stat- A. Stockton, one of the hon. members for venture to say that I can appeal to many 
ed by the hon. gentleman who had last the city and county of Sk John. Snbse- hon. geutlemen in this house, who have 
addressed the house that the result of queutly, ou the 14th of December, an ap- known me—and who know ipe—during 
the inquiry must be most gratifying to plication was made on behalf of the city the three ye^r* l was the presiding officer 
the house and to the attorney general It council of St. John to the government nf this house), and I can ask them 
woe exceedingly gratifying to him (Pug and » memorial was presented urging that whether or not they are able to accept 
eley) he cared not though the result of the subsidy should be given to Mr. Leary, the statements that I have made. I have 
the inquiry might in some degree reflect It would be borne iu mind by hon. mem- 8WOm, Mr. Speaker, that after I drafted 
upon himself, and even though he had bers, from the papers which had been laid this contract, aud ai ter it was completed 
not had an opportunity o( answering the on the table of the house, that that appli- M Btands to-day, I forwarded it to the 
charge which had been preferred against cation was not one simply made by Mr. attorney general and asked him to look it 
him now for the first time, and though his Leary, but was also made on behalf of the over and return it to me. Do you not 
character might be damaged by the false city of St. John through its mayor and think
mode in which they sought to attack him, common council ; it was a memorial pre- T, „_w ічтп
yet it was to him a matter of the greatest eented to the government under the com- * ^
satisfaction that his leader, who had for mon seal of the city of St. John, asking by which, in consideration of this eon- 
the past seven years enjoyed to the most that a contract should be given not to tr*ct being signed, Leaiy was to con-
marked degree the confidence and the re- either one of the çotnpanies referred to, tribute thousands of dollars for the pur- Dr. Pugsley spoke briefly on Mon- 
epect of his fellow citizens, bat to J. D. Leary. (The solicitor gener- pose of cany ing on the elections, that I day, and it was admitted on all hands I

, _ ’ al here read the memorial of the city would not have impressed upon the at- uWOULD NOT BE injured council.) Did that memorial say that the torney general the desirability of return- thak noth,n* more need be 881(1 on the
nor his reputation sullied by the malicious feeling was confined to a few of the resi- ing this immediately? And do you think government side.
slanders which had been given expression dents of St. John ? He thought not ; he if such a bargain had been made, he Mr. Atkinson spoke for half an hour 
to. It was, indeed, a matter of satisfac- would rather infer from that, that the would have left it among bis papers and o1m„eA _m_x_
tion to the house and the country at large feeling in favor of the proposed works was gone off to the country? Г ask hon. mem- r m re to 8 ° . e p * e e* Me
that the hon. leader of the government a widespread one, here to look at our conduct and say if we was very much excited and did not tail
woHld occupy In the future м he had in ,et, after the ехргмаіоо of opinion a« let >o a pro^r and а гемопаЬІе to let the home know that he had
the put, the «me high po..t.on in the forth in that memorial, certaU, people had m.,nn”m fe”? thl Vt thâï brought the charge, with the full ap-
^ Г тГ апГ,І thH.dtr ^ provalof “(he fead.ng legal mind!- Рагі“^ OookTn'T'stow

to cover op their disgraceful diecom- noeition «peakera thst the investigation and he regretted to know that one ot the : bar8ïln 11 m,fibt liave been neceeaary to : he expressed it) of the gentlemen ' Cooking Stove
fiture by an attempt to beamirch Mr. I g ьГеп'Ж^вÎL’l ^'ГьТЧМ 1? ZttiL? 1 «7 №| "» opposition eide. Hi, langua.e ^PATENT TELE8O0WO OV'N

Pugiley 1 evidence had been excluded which .hopld ' have waited till I went to Harvey on wu very strong aud he made reference îl!'ou‘f°r
The government, desiring to end have been admitted by the committee and .honld have ,een fit to ioin in the —- ! anotheT mattar to «peak about it? When to almost everything that he ever v.n •» i, u» troul>û,»,ta * Km P Р<>0Г

------Children Cry for Pitcher’s Castorla7 , вГ"0™:„:

was ashamed to tell the committee. 
who had given him the information^ aud 
who had incited his action.

Mr. Hanington said the committee rul
ed the questions out.

Hon. Mr. Pugsley—The learned gentle
man, the counsel for the hon. member for 
Carleton and who at the same time was 
the hon. member for Westmorland, had 
taken occasion to inform the member for 
Carleton that he was not bound to answer 
the question and had advised him not to 
answer it. Every legal member of the 
houso knew that if a man were to charge 
the attorney general As the hon. member 
for Carleton had charged him, he wonld 
be liable to an action for slander, and any 
jury would mulct him in heavy damages. 
Unless he could give good reason for 
making the charge he would be liable in- 

і deed to a criminal prosecution, he wonld 
be liable to arrest and to be placed in the 
criminal dock and tried for libel because 
the laws of the country hold the character 
of every British subject sacred and the 
law wonld not permit any man with im
punity to slander the character of an
other. The hon. member for Carleton 
had been given an opportunity to give to 
the committee the information and the 
facts upon which he had thought proper 
to prefer the

I
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HAD SUCH A BARGAIN EXISTED 
would he ndkhave returned it by the next 
mail? Would he have treated it with the 
indifference he had? Would he have, 
when asked about it, said he did noc 
know where it was, that it waa either at 
his uouse or office? When tho question 
came up before the committee he (Pugs
ley) had not taken the objection he might 
have taken as to that telegram. What lie 
desired to know at that time was whether 
he himself or the attorney had signed it. 
But still he did not press any objection 
and allowed a copy of tbe telegram to go 
stating that he would not put tho country 
to the expense of sending for the operator 
to come from Harvey with the original, 
but that it could be sent for and treated 
in evidence as if it were produced for the 
operator personally. He then explniued 
further circumstances connectât with the 
signing of the contract as told in evidence. 
He did think that after 1 a charge 
had been preferred against the hon. 
leader of the government—which charge 
had been çompletely and entirely dis
proved—and hie complete innocence had 
been shown, gentlemen opposite should 
have taken a course different to that 
which they had, and instead of moving 
an amendment would have gladly joined 
in a report acquiescing in the finding of 
the complete innocence of the attorney 
general which finding wm in his opinion 
justified by tho evidence. There was not 
a particle of evidence that any one who 
contributed toward this $1.500 bad any 
interest directly or indirectly in the con
tract, There was not an iota of evidence 
of that kind ; but on the contrary it was 
to the very opposite. He then moved the 
adjournment of the debate till Monday. 
(Great applause. )

It was eleven o’clock on Saturday 
night when Dr. Pugsley, after having 
spoken about two and a half hours, 
accepted a suggestion of the Attorney 
General that the debate be adjourned 

" until Monday.
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The put week hu been a busy one 
et Fredericton, so fer u work in the 
Assembly goes, although it is doubt
ful if the people will feel disposed to 
thank Mr. Hanington and his follow
ers for the great waste of money in
volved in the clearing up of the 
charges preferred against Premier 
Blair by Mr. Atkinson of Carleton.

After the charges had been efieota. 
ally disproved everybody wondered 
why Meurs, Hanington and Phinney 
did not) withdraw from the case and, 
like honorable men, endeavof to coun
teract the injury done to the good 
name of the province by Mr. Atkin
son’s ill-considered and malicious at
tack. Their persistent efforts, however, 
to secure the wasting of farther time 
by attempts to have a lot of hearsay 
witnesses summoned and resort to 
every possible device to prolong and in- 

• volve the inquiry in side issues, disap
pointed the hope of their friends that 
they might prove capable of rising 
above the level of partisanship in fo 
important a matter. A subsequent 
declaration of Mr. Atkinson, however
_made on Monday lut—showed that
all the leading opposition lawyers were 
really u responsible for the chargee u 

n„ і; - he, himself, wu, and this, in part ex-
raiiltgS, plained why a more honorable course

—. „a* not followed by them as soon u
DOX-OhOOkS, Alderman Kelly and Mr. Blair’s testi-

топу wu given.Barrel Heading, The witnesses for Dr. Atkinson
° being, at lut, exhausted and the eom-
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say farther Inter- 
desired, write legibly to the nndersiyned, 

alMitf your residence,with State,County,
Street and number. More rapid return mail 
delivery will be assured by yorr enclosing an 
Envelope bearing your full address.
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New Orleans, La. Mr. Poirier asked th<i^»fgen*mtnt to 
consider the question waiving the
agricultural report printed in French for 
distribution among the French people.

Hon. Mr, Blair said the government- 
would seriously consider the matter and 
Mr. Hanington expressed himself pleased 
with the assurance.

,gMpS«5
- fBlI.llna whom ebrtmd rightssre mcoguind 

ta th. highest Coarts.- therefore, beware of all 
luMaHuig nr annnvmoai scheme*. ’
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lee than aDollar is a swindle.
Fredericton, April 23. 

business was done this mornings 
Prorogation took place at four o’clock 
this afternoon.

TIN SHOP.WOOD-GOODS. On Saturday Mr. Baird moved his 
resolution in reference to the Atkinson 
charges, making an admirable speech, 
He was followed by Mr. HaningtoHj 
who admitted that Mr. Blair bad been 
fully exonorated from any personal 
connection with or knowledge of the 
facts on which the charge was based 
and he, Mr. Hanington, was glad to be 
gble to so state. He claimed, how
ever, that Mr. Alkmson was justfiied 
in making the charge upon the inform
ation he had received. Mr. Hanington 
endeavored to ahow that Hon. Mr. 
Pugsley was in some wsy connected 
with Mr. Leary and corruptly ,interest
ed in securing the St. John Dock con
tract for that gentleman.

In fact, it eoon became apparent that 
the opposition, having failed in their 
attack on Mr. Blair bad determined
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