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Te

t Peated just now, to my astonishment, |

other statement. The first witness exa-

3t it must have been with regard to him | mined was the Warden. His examination
.18t all these remarks were made, because  extends over a little more than an entire

the whole investigation, every question

:i"de%}\’()uring to fasten on him the inves-

mgatlox_;_ There were 32 witnesses exa-
'0ed in this enquiry—every man about

1)*i)place was examined. A card was
Ublished in the newspapers calling upon
Yone who could give information to come

X examined. Of the 32 witnesses

abammed only 10 were asked anything
eOllt the hon. gentleman at all; 22 were
Ver asked a question about him,

2o oN. Mg, MINNES (B.C.)—The mpn-
" In which those 22 witnesses were asked
oﬂiev-v questions was this: they were all
o218 of the penitentiary, and as I was
1t would occupy too mich of Mr.
o an’s valuable time to examine them
asﬁ"-l‘ately, so there were general questions
anded’ “you concur in that?” and so on,
that portion of it was all through in

a . . :
t-fe“’ minutes. That was the investiga-
10n,

Moy

W}FON' Mz. ABBOTT—Does that support
o eat my hon. friend said just now, that
Ty witness who was examined was
#Mined solely with regard to him ?

ofHON- Mr. McINNES—Yes, every one

ex

De the main witnesses—the Warden,
éogth-Warden, Chaplain, Steward, and

s Lo —every witness that was examined
Tight along,y

oHox. Mw., ABBOTT—My hon. friend
ior, Jualifies it and says that every ques-

t
x-eon Put to these witnesses was put with
8ard to him,

tiol[}()N' Mr. McINNES—Not every ques-

wl?¥. Ma. ABBOTT—That is what T
°rstood him to say. I would like to

D0wW what my houn. friend does say, I:

Hagusorfly answer what he says in the
havy, ©; I cannot answer what he may
statemm his mind when he makes such
Undep :ﬂts as those. He says now, as 1
i ne: And him, that every one of those
on Se8  who were examined right
l‘eferg’ a8 he says, was examined with
ence to him—that every question put

him 0% witnesses was put with regan}) to
* at is just as erroneous as the

ipage of the paper. He was asked every
U to the witnesses, was directed to him, imaginable question, I should say, about

the general management of the institution,
and the mode in which it was conducted
before he was asked anything about my
hon. friend. Then he was asked these 4
questions :—

“Q.,Have you read the statement, made in the
Senate, last Session, by Dr. McInnes, of this place,
to the effect that abuses exist here? A. I have and
it is untrue.

(). Could any abuses have existed without your
knowledge? A. Certainly not ; because I have lived
here since the penitentiary was opened ; if any such
e}:lzisted I would have either seen them or heard of
them,

(). Can you assign any reason for Dr. McInnes
making such a statement ? A. I havereason to believe
I offended him, at the beginning of my administration,
because I did not appoint persons on the staff, on his
application, who were unfit for the position.

*“ Q. Had he opportunities of seeing how the affairs
of the institution are conducted? A. He was em-
ployed as substitute for the Surgeon, several times.”

Those are the four questionsin an exami”
nation which covers more than a page of
close print that are put to the Warden
about Dr. McInnes. This is what my hon.
friend calls devoting every question in the
examination to fastening an imputation on
him.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—Special pleading !

Ho~. Mr. ABBOTT-—That is an expres-
gion the hon. gentleman is fond of using.

Ho~. Mr, MCINNES—That is a sort of
argument the hon. gentleman often resorts
to.

Ho~n. Mr. ABBOTT—It is a favorite
statement for gentlemen to make who are
not perfectly accurate in their statements
sometimes—not intentionally, of course—
and it is applied generally to those who
are more accurate, and that is the case in
the present instance. The Deputy-War-
den is the next witness sworn. He was
examined right along, and his testimony,

jaccording to my hon, friend, ought to be

found entirely devoted to showing that he
was the man that was guilty of all these
false imputations. This man’s deposition
extends through two pages of close print,
and from the beginning of it down to the
foot of the second page every word of it is
devoted to the management of the peni-
tentiary. No allusion is made to Dr, Mc-



