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the transaction, T i

on. They asked him in the office how
o

ti.ll:l‘:e })llil;\aa;,dd worked ; he said three days, which was the
money ; Joak worked. Miller went to Johnson for the
and dig Ot nson told him the boy collected the money
money :Od get it ; he told Johneon to go and get the
woul ’gel?h tell them he had done the work, or it
ing o I 1nto a scrape, which he did. Miller not
Demo Zﬂd when he got the money he handed it to
time. oy, M1 this T explained to Mr. Rykert at the
© Was no? ?.nswer I got from Mr. Rykert was that
ohngon w]}txl ormer. Demarq wanted to know from
give it to Ma_,t he would do with the money. He said,
own clery whlller. .Those gentlemen have got their
we have 1 om Miller fetc ned from the West. I think
the msitxloxfnty good men in our own county to fill

“ Yours respectfully,
« HUMPHR]EY JULIAN.”

It only shows that the uestion wa

i s
b;‘):gd}{t before the gentlem%m that was
and I:hmg the canal officiais before this,
that 1 at he did not take any notice of it—
a lott e f‘jas no informer. 1 will now read
res €rtrom Mr. Julian, who is an honest,
Pectable man, that was published in

a%’St' Catharines Star while the investi-
galion was going on:

13
) "I“o the Editor of the Star -

Isee
de Y your paper that Mr. Rykert has a good
he:'i,etgn”}i’i'esmctm a conversation that tuok gla(,e
such cony mself, Johnson and myself. He says no
Street o Iersatlon _took place ‘“in his office or on the
Sation di dagree with him there ; but a certain conver-
ille nl It)ake place in his back yard respecting
of sayin 0t Demare. Before Mr. Rykert accuses me
Waiteq t,g anything that is not true he should have
Neither 4; “1381‘ my evidence, which they did not take.
MeCa)) 1d T expect them to take it. 1 told Mr.
would um 8o, before being called, that my evidence
notbe taken. I am prepared to swear what did

€ place bet P
any mag‘istrat‘:_een us, also Mr. Rykert’s reply, before

“ Yours truly,
“p “ HUKH’HREY JULIAN.
ORT DALHOUSIE, Oct, 5, 1889.”

Wiﬁharge 6isa very serious one, and you
g by the time I get through that I
h:: PIIOVed it beyond the slightest doubt.
the a“ first made this charge I said that
Showm(;,unt- might besmall. That letter
o 8 that it was only $20, but even that
out t‘.lhnt of money should not be paid with-
at % public getting some value for it.
of thw V?’n I cume to examine the pay-lists
. E elland Canal I found that $817.50
thin ‘f{eﬂ.pald to a man who never did any-
comg orit. Thomas O'Neil, whose evidence
Ay Iﬁences at page 1131, says that Wm.
state never worked a day with him. My
b &ment. on this case will be confirmed
my e evidernce of R. D. Dunn, the pay-
T;:«Bter, and James Laurence, the clerk.
0 € one put his name on the list as work-
evg(,iand thg other paid him. Mr. Dunn’s
ldence will be found on pages 1447 to

1455, inclusive, You will see by the pay-
lists that Wm. Assell is put down as work-
ing under different foremen, although for
over three years and a-half he was doing
no work. He was put down during this
time as working under Thomas O’Neil,
James Edgar, Benjamin Johuson, Wm,
Cook, Nathan Morey and Cornelius Reid.
Why does he appear in the pay-lists as
working under all these foremen? No
doubt, to hide the transaction from the
Government. Mr. Ellis was paying out
the public money to this man, and he was
the guilty party, but he made the pay-
master and the clerk by his actions par-
ties to the fraud. Jas. Laurence, the
canal clerk, says, at page 1466 of the evi-
dence, that Wm. Assell has been paid
for three years and seven months’ time
(or half time), and that he, Laurence,
knew that he was not working at all. Mr,
Laurence swears that Mr. Kllis ordered
him to put Assell’s name on the pay-hst.
You can see therefore that this man Assell
has been paid at the rate of $1.25 a day for
654 days’ work that he never performed.
Wm. Ellis, himself, was examined on this
point. He was put on the witness stand
by Mr. Rykert to try and swear himself
through. He was called no less than seven-
teen times; and what does he say? At
pages 2187 to 2193 he says that the only
mistake that he made in this case was that
he did not put Assell on the sick list. I
pushed him further on the matter; Iwanted
to know who established this sick list rule
on the canal, but he could not tell me. Just
fancy, the manager of a great work like
the Welland Canal putting a man’s name
on the sick list when there was no sick
fand to pay him, and keeping him on the
pay-lists for three years and seven months
to deceive the Government. I know, as a
matter of fact, having lived for many years
on the Welland Canal, that there is no such
thing us a sick fund recognized by the
Government of this country. If there was,
there shonld be a medical examination
before a man could be appointed to
office, or receive pay out of it. My
opinion is that the Government of Canada
has lost thousands of dollars through this
putting men on the sick list. Lock-tenders
and bridge-tenders have from time to time
been put on what is called the *“sick rule.”
That came out in the ewidence. Some of
them have been on the sick list for moriths
—one of them, in 1887, I was told was



