
against allowed, as the other parties may be «Л1- he might have some erroneous idea of Mr. McCnlley. My ship was lying at 
7 Of éd if necessary. what hie wife knew. Mr. Murray tinaliy Ritchie's mill all the time I was here.

Wasn't she nearly ready for sea when you 
went to the magistrate ?

Pretty near.
Where were the men supposed to be ?
On board of a Nova Scotia schooner, 

lying in the stream off Chatham.
Didn't you tell Mr. McCulley the sailors 

were over neir Lamout'e mill, and were 
going to go on board the schooner that day'! 

Some people told me they saw them over 
affidavit. She aiid the prisoner waa John there somewhere and that they were going 
Cassidy. She said ahe let them into the on board the echooner that night. I wee 
office arid took the prisoner out and put in a hurry to get the warrant into the
him into the office with Menzies and Me- policemen’s hands, for I thought the men
Gulley. She didn’t 8%y how long thdy were going away. I saw the policemen on 
were there, or what he said to them; or the street and told them about the warrants

and went down to get the boat. I don't 
Have you had Cassidy in ja 1 more than koow who delivered the warrants to the 

once f policemen. The policemen went with me
I don’t think so. I had him only in ™‘b® boat It was ten o’clock at , night

or after. It was in the forenoon that I

Chatham
plimeUM Sftmee.■wm consented to witneis saying what his wife 

told him.
Mr. Lawlor t -Dii your wife tell you

This witness was not cross-examined.

YEARSe lV Has Upsetysy*

in *
5, 1896. [Continued from let p*gt.\

TBUR3DAY. FORENOON, AUG. 29. of Newoaatle, depnty sheriff and keeper
Court re-asaembletl poranant to ad- oftheCoontyj.il, .worn: Have been about Mr. MoCr.Uey visiting the jail and

ir.™'
he was in my charge in jail. It was a and Mr. McOulley came thete. Mr. 
year and a half ago or a little more. He Menzies, or Mr. McCulley said Mr. Mc- 
was in 4 mouths and, at the end of that Gulley was there to t ike a prisoner’s 
term, another commitment was put in my 
hands and I detained him for a time 
longer; I haven’t the warrants of commit
ment, as each warrants are handed io the 
County Auditor for the meetings of Coud* 
cil in July and January; sometimes he
hands them back to me, after looking whet time it occurred, 
them over to check prisoners’ board bill, 
and I hand them to the Secretary- 
Treasurer. When the tines and costs, 
for which I hold prisoners on warrants of the Scott Act case, 
commitment, are paid, I generally give 
them to the magistrate who had made 
out the papers; I hold the papers is 
vouchers for the board bills. In Soott 
Act cases, as a rule, I have paid Mr.
Menzies something; I don’t remember 
ever paying Mr. McCulley anything; l 
can’t remember the cases in which I have 
paid Mr. McCulley.

Can you remember a Soctt Act case 
in which the fine and costs were paid to 
you and the party released Î 

No, I can’t.
Mr. Murray--TheMrs. Pratt case?
Witness : I have a slight recollection 

of that, but can’t say; I can’t say who 
paid it. My books will net show the 
cases in which the money was paid to me, 
for 1 pass it over. My books are the jail 
record. 1 cannot, from .memory, name 
any persons who paid fines and costs to 
my wife.

Although yon can’t remember such 
cases, can yon remember Soott Act cases 
in which payments were made and the 
p irties released before expiry of their 
time ?

Yes.
Can yon recall any o hers save Cassidy 

and Thomas Murphy ?
I was present when Thomas Murphy 

was released—when Mr. Menzies took the

WILLIAM IRVINO,
§6=

To be. or art te be.
The Advance exprewed the view, 

•boot a month ago, that the political 
situation in the Province—with practi- 
eelly nine Assembly seats vacant— 
suggested the holding of a general, 
lather than bye-elections. We obeerve 
that there are conflicting rumors afloat 
as to which it ehall he, mid it is inti
mated in some of thé papers that 
Premier Blair haa eaid there will be no 
general election before another session 
ot the Assembly is held. The state
ment, however, is not authenticated,. 
nor do W» believe it can be. 'It is 
probable that Mr. Blah: has been 
committal and evasive, as one would 
expect him to be. in reference to a 
matter not yet determined in Council, 
end ecaeeraing which there is, no 
doubt, % difference of opinion amongst 
the members of the Executive. There 
are constitutional reasons against a 

ццд Partial filling of seats that are practi-
taaagan ànélinr Btctbsa. Chatham ; gaily vacant, and English precedent, es 

W. T- OONNORS, well as good politics and sound policy 
~~ suggest a general Assembly election,and 

we believe there will be one before 
November, notwithstanding the eva- 

of our friends of theExeeutive.

the old ideas, and revolutionized
cooking—What? COTTOLENE. Why? 
Because it is clean, pure, healthful, economi
cal, and makes the most delicate and delicious 
food. 5 lbs. of Cottolene equals 7 lbs. of lard, 
saving Уі the' cost Get the 
genuine, with trade mark—steer’s 
head in cotton-plant wreath— 
on every tin. Made only by

y. The N. K. Fairbank Company,
$ Wellington and Ann Sis., MOHTREAl.

-ш:
Mr the Is* SOY. Cough

SAM’l THOMSON, ESQ., Q. C., 
Newcastle, Clerk of the Peace, aecretary- 
Ireaadrer ol Northumberland county, who 
said: **I have the accounts and returns 
filed by police magistrate McCulley, of 
Chatham for 1892 3 and 4. They in
clude Scott Act account! and returns, 
end thoee of ordinary business of his 
court.

Mr. Lcwlor offers eaid accounts and 
retnrna in evidence, viz, :

Return Scott Act flues, etc, 1892 
u police magistrate,1892
Sooct Act lines, etc-. 1 
as police magistrate, 1893

Soott Act flues, etc. 1891

.Ear*........- he*

SHIRTS BILsiX № HOREHOÜND
Never belt the Froet Bank

* Cents a Battle. ~~
Iht

Ш
W
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-

ЖM. S. N. CO Y 893%
№ ' S applied for the warranta.

Didn’t Mr. McCulley say he would do all 
he could?

He eaid he would make out the warranta 
and I could aee the policemen.

Did you pay the policemen for their eer. 
vioea!

Yea, I paid them $5 apiece—2 of them, 
I went to Newoaatle early in the morning ; 
didn't go to McCnlley’a office to pay him ; 
came back to Chatham before I sailed ; don’t 
recollect whether I had settled Mr. Mc- 
Culley’a bill with Mr. Call before that. I 
think I did, but can’t recollect. It was in 
Mr. Call’s office I settled the bill î it 
the ваше time as I cleared at consul's.

%ASK FOR *Wasn’t that the day on which Caeaidy 
was released ?

I can’t say, of my own knowledge; I 
was not there that day and I don’t 
know—though I won’t be certain—that 
I was there the day Caseidy was released. 
It seems to me I was. It wee Mr. Men- 
ziee, I think—though I am not clear— 
who had him released. I think Frank

non-
-aEXCURSIONS. Witness:—I hsve no other returns or 

soooonts of police magistrate McCulley. 
I hsve the Soott Act inspector’s accounts 
and returns for 1892-3 and 4.

Aooouuta Sod returns produced, offered 
in evidence and objected to by Mr. Mur
rey, who says they are offered only aa a 
fishing device egainat Mr. Menzies; being 
merely certified by Mr. McCulley to en
able Mr, Menziea to get his expeases.

Returns uf Inspector Menziea were 
admitted, subject to objection.

Is it not required by the Summary 
Convictions A ot for convicting magie- 
trates to make quarterly returns to the 
Clerk of the Peace !

I can’t tell without referring to the 
law. I have -received no such return» 

The fact is,

BULL DOG
Steel Wire Nails,

і,gpvv

JOBE, J1M_* AUGUST.
te potete down river, during

OKETS
Cassidy, his father, was thete when he’
was released.

When a prisoner is released by you do 
you make any memorandum on the com
mitment!

I make the entry on the book, or my 
wife does, by my authority.

Mr. Lselor here asked that the retnrna 
plaeed in the banda of the Court be fyled 
so that they may be examined by counsel, 
and he al» asked for an adjournment 
until to-morrow, to enable counsel to ex
amine the paper» fyled.

Mr. Murray objecta; as the case should 
go right along; he alio objects to the 
papers being examined, save in presence 
of the commissioner aa some of them

m THEY NEVER LET GO,
AND TAKE NO OTHERS.?m «Hem

I.23™.
Orders filled at Factory Price, and a Freight Allowance made on t 

lots of 10 kegs and upwards at one shipment. ^I suppose you thought you would eoeak 
off without paying him ?

The Com’r stops this question as un
called for.

eh
KERR & ROBERTSON,

SAINT JOHN, N. B.-V-. “ дЦвИ8»’ amwc*. The question of» local election fa, of
HiiSan.lS'A course, discussed all around, in view of

—----- ----------------- -*h— the rumora prevailing on the subject,
and there eeems to be very little said to 

. . ebe6(ltrlge, oppoaition to the govern-
)R .COAL, ment in Northumberland. We hear 

of eome objections to the personality of
LE PRICES, certe‘° government supportera, but it 
ieB ГКІІ/Бб. і, baaed on any lurid opposition to

the Government's policy ; and whether 
there will or will not be changes in “the 
ticket”—whether it will or will not 
comprise the four gentlemen who have 
eo unitedly and efficiently represented 
Northumberland in the present house 

it—-there

Be examined by Mr. Lawlor.
Witness : I told Mr. Call to write to 

Mr. McCaltoy and ask whether bis bill 
not an overcharge. Mr. Call said he got no 
answer. I can't say whether it was before 
or after I left that time. I paid the police
men in Mr. ATatt’e store ; my vessel was in 
Newcastle at the time. Mr. McCulley wasn’t 
with me when I went after the sailors. 
When we were going for the sailors the 
policemen said, “we want $5, and if we get 
the men we want more,’ and when I came to 
pay them they said they had been ont all 
night and wanted $10—$5 apiece. When 
I went with them to the echooner the 
policemen couldn’t row‘and I rowed myself ; 
they helped me eome. We went down the 
river a piece and" eaw a boat with the eailore 
in it and chased them, but they got awaÿ, 
for the policemen were no good to row. 
This was at*>at 4 o’clock in the morning. 
When I paid the policemen in Watte’, 1 
would have gone acroe^ to pay Mr. Mc
Culley if I hadn't already paid Mr. Call for 
hlm. I can’t eay whether I had cleared or 
not when I paid the policemen.

To Mr. Murray : I didn’t go to see Mr. 
MeCulley this time in port, to get a reduc
tion of hie bill. I intended to aek for a 
reduction when I come down thie morning.

FHILIP GALLEY,
of Newosetle, laborer, eworn : I have seen 
Mr. McCulley and Mr. Menziea ; was prose
cuted list summer, by Mr. Menziea for 
violation of the Soott Act and tried before 
Mr. McCulley. I was fined and put in 
the cell ia default of payment. I wae after
wards called aa a witness in a Scott A et 
case in Newcastle. I was held as a witness 
•gainst George McKay here in the lockup 
in Chatham. It was after the fine was 
imposed on me that I was held here in the 
lockup to give evidence against Mr. McKay.

The Com’r : Ho* long?
Five days.
Were yon arrested in yonr own case in 

the first instance and brought down to 
Chatham ?

■ ш ШШ from Mr. McCulley. 
magistrate» do not make theee retnrna. 
I have been practicing law eince 1846 ; 
1 have Lad eome practice „ before police 
magistrate McCulley ; waa counsel for 
John Caaaidy in one eaae befere him, in 
which eeveral witnesses were examined.

fj
N. B.—In Stock And To Arrive 10Û Dozen K. & R. Axes.

Ш- :
$/ «

might be mining, and Mr. McCulley 
blamed for their disappearance. lie eaid 
that kind of thing happened in the Н.ІІ- 
Menziesoaso in Newcastle. Це eubie- 
quentlf «aid he would not be afraid to 
troet the paper» with Meeare. Lawlor and 
Winslow.

The commissioner finally «aid be would 
•djoum the hearing until to-morrow it 
ten and come in the afternoon and give 
the papers out one by one for examination 
by oooneel.
FRIDAY FORENOON, AUGUST 30.

Court re-assembled on Friday forenoon, 
pursuant to adjoornment.

WILLIAM IRVING (continued )
Witness exhibits jsil record (reeds)

“John Cassidy June 7, 1894—Soott Act 
fine, terns 60 days—released July 3rd.”
Exhibits also warrant of Cassidy commit
ment. Exhibits admitted and fyled.

Mr. Lawlor : I nfer you again to the 
Record (Witness reads) ‘ Thomas Mur
phy, committed March 31st, 1894—Scott 
Act fine—60 days—no days in prison, 15, 
released 16th April. Settled." Murphy 
warrant ef commitment al» exhibited; 
admitted and fyled.

Mr. Lawlor; Have yon had any 
further conversation with your wife in 
referenoe to the release of Cassidy 1

Yes.
Did she give you any more informa

tion!
Nothing at all—Yes, my wife told me 

that Menziesaaid Mr. McCulley wanted 
to see the prisoner, Cassidy; she took the 
keys and went down-stairs. Mr. Mc
Culley was down-stairs when she went 

remember was МГГ
MeCulley bidding her the time of day. ...
She then opened the door leading into *d me who »» адап»! me end when I 
the cell corridor and told the primmer, nmne. of the „tncam. I pleaded

M!"i»^t0„COme O0tAintO th\°ffiCe: thlt How long after yon had pleaded guilt,
Mr. McOulley wanted to see him. The, wae it you were put in the cell a. a witness
went into the office in the jsil. She against McKay !
stayed outside of the office door until Right away.
they were through. She didn’t hear any . Who pat yon in the cell T
conversation lhat took place. One of the Mensies ; I asked him how long he wrs
two eaid the, were through with the going to keep me there sod he said he wsa
prisoner, and she theo locked him up. going to keep me as a witness against

McKay.
I got no papers as a witness in the McKay 

matter.

: Return ehown and ' witness is asked if 
the case pointed out waa the one in which 
he appeared.

Witness : I presume that was the case.
How did Mr. McCulley treat yon in 

that case !
Fairly and reapeotfnlly, as he always 

did, and I treated him in the same way. 
I was dissatisfied, however, with his 
judgment.

Wasn’t there only one witness ont of 
six or seven in. thst -ease who gave 
evidence, which, in your opinion, would 
sustain the judgment !

I can’t say without looking at the 
evidence. [Looks at the testimony.] 1 
can’t anavfer that question. I was not 
the judge.

Did you not, immediately after the 
judgment waa delivered, say it waa an 
outrageons one !

I did not say that, » far aa I remem
ber; I eaid it waa not right. If I had 
been judge I woold have given judgment 
the other way.

-Ж x-.v m
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AT L0W.PBICK8. notes; was not present when Cassidy was 
released; I am not clear or any other 
oaso; my book would show the time served 
by prisoners; can’t give any other in
stance without the books.

You have heard Morphy's ‘ testimony 
about the notes. Is that correct!

It is correct.
B, what authority did you release 

Thomas Murphy when the fine and costs 
were not paid as per the warrant of com
mitment ?

I considered, at the time, that the notes 
were just the same as the money and I 
released him on those grounds. Mr. 
Menzies said it was sstisfaotory, and to 
let him go; 1 don’t remember Mr. Men
ziea saying, on that occasion, thst he 
wonld make it sll right with the magis
trate.

If a man ia committed and he offers Iris 
notes, would you release him!

I wouldn’t, on my own responsibility.
Do you remember that it was on s 

warrant of commitment from Mr. MCnl- 
ley, police magistrate of Chatham, tji* 
you held Murphy!

Yes, I think » !
And yon released him because Mr.Men- 

ziee told you to!
Yes, on hja giving the notes. I 

sidered it the sime as his giving the 
money.

Did it, or did it not occuf

PUMPS, PUMPS,
--ГраГ.1 и.ІаУГУ’ an<l that immediately before 
ibsstEôk wsiefa і will <*n be no enooeeaful advocacy of any 

candidate, or eet of candidates who will 
seek to place our interests in any other 

, hands but thoee of the Blair adminis
tration. The reahon is because such 
candidates must necessarily espouse, 
endorse and represent the cause, 
tactics and policy of the gentlemen led 
by Messrs. Stockton and Pitts, who 
are hardly to be thought of as leaders 
fit to supplant Messrs Blair Mitohell’ 
and Tweedie. After ell, however, it is 
ite policy, more than the men ad
ministering it, by which a government 
ought to be judged, and aa we have both 
a good policy and good men, we may 

superior ecoommodotioo Isr anticipate no trouble for the govern- 
.. . , *иьіиГ»£«»1leéSeSom ment, in this county, at least

ШШШмЗШР
- WtTHT aOO Ltd,

• '“™'нЬйГ»в

’.І: variety, all of tira
••n low for FOR SALE BY CLIFFORD HICKEY, CHATHAM, N. B.

AG. McLean Chatham. your release? Objected to by Mr. Murray 
who aaked what thie had to do with Mr 
McCulley!

The Commissioner:—We have this fact, 
that Mr. Menzies goes up and makes an 
arrangement with this man and Mr. Mc
Culley afterwards goes up, and it shows 
they are acting together, I don’t saÿ 
whether wrongly or not. I therefore admit 
the testimony.

Witness: I had an arrangement with Mr. 
Menzies.

What was it ?
I was to get out if I told on the other 

parties. The parties were mentioned, 
Simon Treadwell and Geordie McKay.

Was that the whole of the agreement ?
I was not to render any other service for 

Menzies. For that I was to be let clear.
Have yon been asked to pay the tine since 

that?
No air.
Did yon pay anything on account of the 

costs ?
No sir.

down, meaning what the witness eaid abont 
getting drunk on a soda biscuit.

I was fined $50 and costs and paid the 
amoant some little time after.

Cross-examined by Mr. Murrdy.
I can’t say I’ve an extra good memory, 

yet I remember the testimony abont the 
soda biscuit—it was so ridiculous.

Was that the answer given directly to the 
question: How many glasses of liquor does 
it take to make a man drunk ?

It was.
Will you say it was an answer to the 

question ?
That was the answer he gave.
Did Mrs. Cassiday make that remark 

about him.
She might have. 1 have been dèputy 

sherriff of thie county, a constable and » 
policeman; have attended a good many 
trials, as such.

Have‘at yon often heard witness is make 
such remarks, speaking sarcastically ?

I don’t think I ever did. I don’t 
her what toot place after Mr. McCulley 
cautioned Russell abont his testimony.

Re-examined by Mr. Lawlor. ■ ■

I cannot, recollect at what stage of the 
proceedings it was thst Russell gave this 
evidence, concerning which he wae caution
ed. I think Mr. Murray'в re-examination 
was confined to that point.

FRANCIS CASSIDY,

^of Chatham, conmeicial traveller,
John Caseidy, who gave evidence on Wed
nesday is my son. I heard his statement 
about a joint note given by him and me to 
Mr. Hfenzies. It was true.

State the circnmstanoes under whieff it 
was given. Objected to.

Mr. McCulley had nothing to do with it. 
It was a private transaction between Mr. 
Menzies and myself, and took place in my 
house.

What transaction or conversation had yon 
with Mr. McCulley in referenoe to the note.

None whatever, or in any other way..
Have yon ever seen that note eihoe yon 

gave it ?

;i%
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betwa* London ani HaJiUkx.
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mHALIFAX

z ÆGross examined by Mr. Murray.

All these returns put in evidence were 
put before the Municipal Council and 
passed. I*don’t recollect having any 
other case than the one named before 
police magistrate McOulley. I cannot 
say whether he is prejudice^ in his magis
terial conduct or not f l think he has the 
courage of his convictions, 
makes up his mind to do a thing he will 
do it, without fear, favor, affection or 
reward. I don’t say whether his judg
ments are right or wrojig; the Supreme 
court decides that, and sometimes the 
Supremfi.C*

rS
Sept 7 *

have ■Щ

The Out of Ш Qhfctham Police

WANTED. investigation of the chargee made in
-AeS.'S- to >«» 4Wet to 4M» tbs the petition submitted to the Governor-

in-Council by Mr. Armstrong of 
, jpjftrsggs LJÏÏtr-Eit, a****, Nçwoeetie and Mr. Tingley, of Chat- 

"SLfïï дог 'SSeJte? bam, wpold occupy only two or three 
до dl7»> bnvp been undeceived by the 

«tu і,net it. JKtiyKftîtet-yg facte. The Oommunoner worked
„______ .. MeeAeeL patiently fromTneeday until Saturday

■. ,_____ " 7 "* evening after віх o’clock, and the fact
JTJST ARRIVED U»t the defendant»' counsel fairly di-
' ■ vided the afternoon with Dr. Pogaley

, -АГЇ ill hie croee-examination of the last

ФШшщЯШШШ

Those of us who had an idea that the When he
remem-і

con-.... Cross-examined by Mr. Murray.
I sm a p >or man, have no property; was 

never in the liquor, business; I used to attend
- -my- отої k-t-cever h*»l » glass of liquor in

side of my own door ; Am a married roan ; 
have six children 4

If you had gone to jail that time wbat 
support wonld yonr wife snd children have 
bad?

Noce, I would have no means of keeping 
them ; my eldest child is 9 years of age.

In talking with Mr. ,Menzies did you not 
toll him that and plead with him about 
your wife and children ?

Yes.
Wasn’t it part of the arrangement that 

yon Were not to handle liquor any more !
Yes. • ~
And that the fine was to stand agaiast 

you for your behaviour in that respect ?
Nojni. It was not.
Didn’t Mr. Menzies tell you the fine 

wonld not be enforced sgainet you if you 
stopped.

No, he said I was to quit selling liquor, 
and so I did.

mm: ІYea.
How long were you in before yon were

t
About an honr ; I was convicted. Menzies

m
vrlltiL MdllZilei І it id Lite nouei were godd

enough, that he ehould give yon the 
money!

No, 1 shonght it was all right for him 
to keep the notes.

What had Mr. Menzies to do with the 
Then. Murphy commitment, or with the 
•nit he wee oonfioed on!—Speak on yonr 
own knowledge.

ІШ Л Be examined by Mr. Lawlor.
Your knowledge ot Mr. McCulley'» 

conduct wonld be gained in that one case 
yon refer to !

.1 think thet wee the only esse, 
dissatisfied with hia judgment in it and 
bavn’t changed my opinion since. I wee 
advitjng him in the Barry case. In the 
other case I waa counsel for Caeeidy end 
may have been prejudiced in favor of my 
client. I did not appeal, because 1 felt I 
would not gain, as the eflpreme court ■•- 
some* that the magistrate is role judge of 
the feet». Had I been in Mr. McCul- 
ley’e place I would have given judgment 
the other way. Looking at it without 
prejudice, now, I am of the same opinion, 
for I think the preponderance of evidence 
was in my favor. • '

A*.

I WM sworn :

І■
witness, and eaid he would probably 
want an hour or two more to finish

Well, he was the informant—the Sqott 
Act Inspector.

How wonld that give him any right to 
take ifotea in the case ?

Iwith him, alone, indicates not only 
hie view "of the gravity of the enquiry 
end ite development», bnt the prospect 

choks tooth rowDsaa awd tooth washes thet it will perhaps occupy es many 
rare toilet soaps and toilxl powders, weeks as there were day» assigned to it

TOILXT, BATH" AUD WÂGOON 8POV088, by public OOqjeOtUrC beforehand. 
SPOeOXBAOS, SPLENDID VALUES IN

8ЖОСІ,
rant BRACKS.

CENTURY CREAM, 
f im. WHEY AID ALMOND CRUM 

Apothecaries’ Hall
C. HICKEY,

THE МОвТ DELICATE
:<Crou examined by Mr. Murray.p mrUMBS AND SACHETS, ' 1All I know h, he asked me to bring 

Murphy into the office and I know he 
drew out the notes and he asked me to

Was he released that day ?
According to the paper he was released 

the* day ; she cannot tell whether it was 
[that day or not.
t Did yon aek her about Menzies going 
pack efterwards and having' him released?

Did Mr. McCulley say anything to yon 
after yon were fined ?

No. He gave the orders to put me in 
jsil. I can’t say whether he was present 
when I wae put in the cell. I didn’t give 
testimony against McKay; he settled it. 
Mr. Menzies then told one of the policemen 
to let me go. I was let go.

Witness here stood aside aid
JOHff CASSIDY

of Chatham was recalled and said : I was 
visited by Mr. McCulley when I was in jsil 
—once

What was the object of his visit ?
I gave him my affidavit.
Who was present with him ?
Mr. Menzies.
In what matter was it yon gave him the 

affidavit ?
I told him where I got the liquor—from 

Wm. Rigley.
How long was it after Mr. Menzies said to 

yon yon wonld get ont if yon wonld tell 
where yon got the liquor ?

I think it was the same day; I don’t 
think Mr. McColley waa in the building at 
the time. Mr. Menzies was np to see me 
twice snd I think it wsa the first time. He 
might have told me again. What he said 
waa, if I wonld tell who gave me the 
liquor I wonld get out. It was two or 
three nighte^fter that thst Mr. McCulley 
came np.

What dii Mr. Menzies say to yon on the 
day the affidavit waa made ?

He told me to give my affidavit and I 
would get out soon. ‘

Did you and Mr. McCulley have any con- 
versstion there ?

SI . 1witness the notes, which I did, and ho 
gave me lo understand that the not* 
were in settlement of the fine and released
him from jail. He eaid by Murphy sign- II She think», but is not positive, that 
ing theaa notes, it released him from jail. IMenzie» came back after that and had 
I cannot give any other instance in which jhim released, 
a prisoner gave not* in that way.

wThe one central and paramount con. 
sidération suggested by such enquiries, 

ity of maintaining purity 
and integrity in the administration of 
justice—of all law* alike. It ie of 
in tercet to the public—and, in this 
case, particularly so to the people 6f 
this County—that our minor, but none 
the less important criminal courte, 
•hoetd be free from the imputation of 
injustice or corrupt interest It often 

• happens that stipendiary magistrates 
have to pereonally adjudicate upon and 

t decide matter» embracing interests as 
important * the* involved in cas* 

- determined by onr county and circuit 
! courts, and which both judges and 
f juries are required to eonuder. In 
g matters similiar to thoee which juries 

J*~a decide in the higher courts, the stipen- 
~ diary magistrate ia the sole judge, and 

there fa no appeal from hie judgment. 
"How important, therefore, fa it, that 
he should be above the slightest 
suspicion of bias, the warping of inter
est, or oollosion.

1896, SEPT. 24 TO OCT. 4 what» if any extent, the chargesewwr * w ‘ T ■ involved in the present inquiry have

been sustained, it would be improper, 
at this etage of the proceedings, for us 

111 2EL*Mlr Mr- TLinu b't*17 to*”*"1 to “I- We publish, in full, the testi- 
*ІІ"Є І1 *■* •* ■*■*••* °* r- . tnony and other evidence, as far as it

baa gone, and while everybody who 
tak* interest enough in the matter to 
talk about it should read it for them
selves, all should suspend judgment 
until the caw on both rid* fa develop
ed. The complainants have not yet 
submitted all their testimony, and we 
have not heard any of that for the 
defence. When it fa all submitted and 
read the local public at least will not 
nwd the action of either the Commis
sioner or Government to instruct them 
as to what they should believe in 
reference to the fimees or otherwise of 
the gentlemen accused for the impor
tant public office be holde. For these 
reasons, therefore, we devote nearly all 

OHAS. A. EVBurr *th* Adva*ce’8 reading matter space, 
NmwAgStafaor. this week, to the report of twtimoo y 
___ ________ in the Chatham Police Magistrate’s cate.

1
§

.fa the Didn’t you ask to be detained at the 
lockup rather than be sent to jail, till Mc
Kay’s trial was over ? »
e I don’t remember that.

Didn’t yon say you did’t want to go to

No.THOMAS MURPHY,

laborer, Chatham, sworn:—I bave been 
before the Chatham police magistrate on 
severil occasions for #ro 
Soott Act, convicted, and sent to jail 
once. I pleaded guilty; in eent to jail 
for wiling liquor to an Indian; I think 
it wm fall before laat. I served out the
fall time—4 months. I wm, at the ex
piration of the 4-months, put beck for 
sixty day» for violation of the Scott Act. 
1 put in fourteen or fifteen days of that 
time.

How did yon get out, then!.
I made an agreement with Mr. Men-

Did she tell yon it was in the evening 
that Mr. McOtflley was there?
I She did not.

Do yon recollect any instances of W. S. 
town, as inspector, taking parties’ notes 

I >r Scott Act fines and letting them out
< f jail?

Objected to by Mr. Lawlor, aa Brown’s
< oing a wrong would not justify Menzies 
і i one. Allowed.

I recollect of settlements by Mr. Brown 
l at I don’t recollect whether it was 
юпеу or notes.
Mr. Lawlor: Can you tell me to whom 

і іе Murphy notes were payable ?
As near as I can iemember, they were 

і і favor ol Mr. Menzies.
The Com’r : In either the Murphy or 

Caseidy cases bad you either written or 
verbal orders from Mr. McCulley to dis- 
c large the prisoners from custody ?

Not any.
Yon did it on Meoz:ee’ directions ?
Yes, air.
Mr. Lawlor : Had you any directions 

from the sheriff to release the prisoners ? 
І had not.

You did not pay it ?
No, not as yet.
How long since was it due ?
1 can’t say. It appears to me it was a 

six months note and drawn about the last 
of June, 1894. It was payable to Mr. Men
zies or order, •

That note’s in circulation yet then ?. *
It probably is. • j
Where was it payable ?

.1 can’t eay; can’t eay whether it was pay- ' 
able at Mr. McCnlley’a office, or not. I 
got notice from Mr. Murray that it wae due? 

What house do you represent ?
The Union Corset Company, Montreal.

ROBERT H. ARMSTRONG,

Can you name any other instance in 
your experience in which anyone but 
Menzies went in that way to jail, took 
prisoners’ notes and had them released ?

Yes—one or two cases—in which John 
Hayes, of Nelson, went to the j dl and 
took a inan’e note who was in jail and 
asked me to release them. it waa in 
cases of debt due Hayes. The cases 
were all civil casts; one case was that of 
an Indian and the other a Frenchman. 
Mart. Carrol of Nelson had Georgs 
Grotto in for debt and Grotto was ie 
leased on notes given in the same .ray.

Can you give any iistioce of such re
lease in criminal matters ?

No. 1 can’t remember any.
Isn’t it the fact, that you knew that 

Mr. Menzies and Mr. McCulley ran 
about all the Soott A at business of the 
County together, and Menzies acted for 
him )

Objected to by Mr. Murray. Dis
allowed.

Did Menzies ever pay you auythingan 
these matters ?

Witness : I don’t know of ever receiv
ing a dollar from Mr. Menzies in my 
life.

lation of the jail?
Yes sir.
Didn’t you say you wanted to remain in 

the lockup and not go to jail ?
I didn’t want to comedown here at all.
After your trial was over, did you not 

■bay there willingly io the cell ?
I don’t remember ever making any . ar

rangement like that.
D.d’t yon tell me that?
I don’t remember doing so, I remember 

yon saying, if I was sent to Newcastle I’d 
have to be brought back to give evidence, 
but. I don’t remember saying I’d rather stay 
in the lockup here.

Did you make any eomplaint about being 
detained in the lookup after ÿôur convic
tion.

І-

Щ
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Objected to by Mr. Murray.
Allowed, as the diroharge could not be 

made, save on order of Mr. McCnlley.— 
Where wm thie agreement made !
In the jail, or by the door of it. I 

w* in the oeil. I had sent for Mr. Men
ai* a day or two before.

Tell п» what passed betwee

of Newcastle, liquor vendor under the 
Canada Temperance Act, sworn snd ex
amined by Mr. Winslow,

m
'V

About April, 1892,1 We» charged before 
Police Megietrate McCulley with violation 
of the Scott Act and attended the trial 
while testimony w»a being givro. The 
witnesses subpoenaed by the yrejection 

Jam* Mitchell, of Newcastle

.7

INTERNATIONAL
EXHIBITION ;

I didn’t.
You’re not complaining now about it ? 
No.
Adjourned until 2,30.

■M
Isn you.

He let me out by my giving my notes 
of hand (4 of them) and promising to pay 
them. The notes were for the whole 
sum, or $14 each. Mr. Wm. Irving wit
nessed them, 
mediately after I signed the notes. Men- 
ziee'did not make any allowance for the 
time I served in jail.

brotherFRIDAY AFTERNOON.
Cvurt re issemb'ed at 2.30

JOHN CASSIDY,
of Newcastle, constable, sworn: I was 
brought before Police Magistrate McCulley 
on 24th Nov 1893, charged with, violating 
the Canada Temperance Act. $5&mnel 
Thornton, Esq, was my counsel, f was 
present at the trial.

James Russell was the only witness who 
gave testimony against me. Qeo Black, 
Francis Ruth, Alfred C. Allen, Thomas 
Keating. Geo O’Hearn and myself were 
witness for my defence. Qeo Black ie a 
sober and decent man ; I never knew him to 
take a glass of liqnor in my life ; Francis 
Ruth, a pedler, is also a decent man. 
Thomas Resting is a decent man also— 
sometimes he will get drunk. James 
Russell, who gave evidence for the prose
cution is put down in the community as a 
crank, ani not of sound mind. I think you 
woold take him for a crank the first time 
yon would meet him. James Black was 
also called as s witness. He is a respectable 

Geo 0’Hearn works in Hickson’s 
mill, snd is a decent pan. Alfred C. Allen, 
who alee testified, is a decent man—a 
painter.

Do you remember Allen making answers 
which Magistrate McCulley would not put 
on the record ?

of Hon. Peter Mitchell, formerly SherifLof 
the Couèty and afterwards governmen^^^ 
specter ot Lights; W. TV. McLelLn, track, 
master, I. C. Й. and W. A. Park, New
castle, Collector of Customs. Those were, 
I think, all the witnesses, 
men are all prominent and respectable oiti-

'
.-4

8T. JÔHN. N. & '
8VEND OLSEN.

I got out of jail i*n- |worn і I am master of the barque Priods 
Oscar of Norway ; was in port of Newcastle 
last year. Three of my sailors ran away 
Sod I went to Chstham to get Police 
Magistrate McCulley’s services for their 
irrest I got warranto for their arrest trom 
police Magistrate McCulley.

Did he give you the warranto ?
No, he said he was going to give them to 

the policeman.
Do yon Ttnow whether the policemen got 

fee warrants or not ?
I don’t know.
How tong were you in port after you got 

the warrants?
A few days. My vessel wasn’t loaded 

when I got the warranto.
Did yon speak to the police magistrate 

after tfcat ?
No, Int I got an account from him thiongh 

the acting eoneu*. Mr. Call.
[Papér produced] Ie that the paper that 

came te yon through Mr. Call

No.
Did he have a paper already written out ?
No—He asked me questions about the 

sale of liquors ; he didn’t say a word about 
my getting out of jsil.

How tong was it after you made the 
affidavit that yon were released ?

A couple of days, I think.
Can you tell me whether Riglay was 

arrested before yon were released!
He wasn't arrested.
Weren’t yon asked, in this examination 

before, whether you had signed any papers 
for Mr. McCulley ?

I don’t remember.
Will yon swear that the story yon tell 

now and that you told before correspond.
I'll swear that what I have told is the 

troth.
How long after you were released was it 

before you were in the слпраиу of Mr.
McCulley ?

I have not spoken to him since 1 was 
released. [Affidavit made by witness in the * 
jsil against Riglay produced, offered in 
evidence and fyled.]

Mr. Lawlor : Do I understand yon 
to say that all that passed between yon and 
Mr. McCulley was in respect of what was 
in the affidavit?

Nothing more.
Witness wae not oross-eksmined.

PHILIP GALLEY, RECALLED.
Mr. Lawlor і Yon eay Mr. 

directed yonr release from the lookup?*
Yes.
And were you at onoe released?
Yes.
What agreement had you in referenoe to Mr. McCulley said lie would not take that

Those gentle-Do you know of Mr. McCulley visiting 
the jiil and having conversation with 
prisoners in custody there ?

Not of my own knowledge.
Are there any entries in your books or 

papers showing Mr. McCulley ever went 
there and had anything to do with 
prisoner* there?

Not of my own knowledge.
Did it come to your knowledge through 

your deputy or any person acting for 
you, that Mr. McCulley had visited the 
jail to see prisoners?

Objected to by Mr. Murray; the Com’r 
says it will be allowed only if pressed. Mr. 
Lawlor presses the question,

Witness: I can produce the jail books. 
My wife acts for me in my absence.

The Com’r; Do you know anything 
from yonr wife that took place between 
her and Mr. McOulley?

I do. She told me—Objected to by 
Mr. Murray.

The Com’r. Don’t make any statement.
Witness here stated, in reply to 

quest to bring his wife to court, that 
•he was in deiieste health—troubled with 
heart disease and that it might be danger
ous to bring her here and subject her to 
the excitement of the court.

Mr. Murray stated that he knew there 
wae something that Вігі. Irving could 
state, but he would like to know what 
Mr. Irving’s version of it would be, lest

SEPTEMBER 24,1895. How long were the notes to run?
Each one was to ba j>aid in 2 months— 

in 2, 4, 6, and 8 months.
It was on 1st December ’93 I first went 

up to jail; served 4 mos. and 15 days,and 
then gave the notes.

Have yon made any complaint on account 
of the decision rendered in that case?

I hsve.
Yon were convicted, were yous-4iot, on 

the evidence given by the gentlemen referred 
to? q

in eooree ot eoMSroetion, tor 
І of ltve Sleek awl Uk. exit*

isT „

ШFarm and Dairy Products.
Yee.
You are the R. H. Armstrong who signed 

the charges now under investigation!
Yes.
What waa yonr fine in 1892!
$50. That waa a first offence.

In one portion ol the chargee It ia stated 
that’’the eaid Samnel U. McCnlley, well 
knowing that he ie, under the deciaioae of 
the Supreme Court, the sole judge of the 
■efficiency of the evidence to convict the 
perron charged with an offence, epitefnUy 
and malioioualy convict! peraona charged 
before him with the commission of offences, 
when there ie absolutely no evidence to 
warrant each oonviotiob.” Do yon aay 
that the ease of the Qaeen va. Robert 
Armstrong in April 1892 to which you have 
referred, snd in which yon are charged with 
violation of the Canada Temperanoe Act. 
convicted and fined by Police Magistrate 
McCnlley ie an instance in support of that 
charge!

Objected to by Mr. Murray.,
"The Com’r:—On what ground»!
Mr Murray:—Because the quealion ia too 

general. The witness should b. aaked to, 
himaelf, state the instanoes ia «apport, and

OarazhiMte wm iaehrie :

war
Was there any understanding between 

Menzies and you that you were to give 
information about violation of the Scots 
Act?pea*»* etared lathe

No, there waa no chitice then; I 
had been too long in.

What did Menziea eay to Irving after 
the not* were signed !

I didn't shear him say anything aa 1 
started away. The notes were signed in 
the offioe.

.LIVE STOCK, AGRICULTURALЖ
іЩ F

і >>--,?
% " . Horticultural Dçirtmeite

.

m Wi atone for Since the notes were signed you have 
been in the employ ef Mr. Menzies?

No sir, only when he’d come after me 
with a paper.

Isa’t it the fact that you have, either 
for reward or

2^&кЯ'ог.еШп« toquiry shouldb. ad. Yes.і [Paper offered in evidenoe and admitted] 
It ia dated 22ocL Jana 1894.

Mr. Call demanded thia money from yon ! 
He did.
Did yoe pay under, protest ! objected ta 
Com’r. wye it wsa paid and it makes no 

dlfbreow whether he paid under protest or 
not,»» it waa paid. Allowed, however.

I paid the money aed Mr. Call aaid I 
ooald pay it under protest end I aaid t 
would pey it, end if it w* wrong I would 
be beak again and mold get it paid back.

Oroee exanuned by Mr. Murray t 
I can’t recollect whether I pot my name 

to в paper, or Informmtion, wheal w*t to

тШтш

* promise ol reward, by or 
through Mr. Menziw, undertaken to get 
information for him!

Not for myaolf, and I can’t say for 
other people.

Do yon know of any arrangement be
tween Mr. Menai* and yonr wife and 
daughter to get information in connection 
with the Soott Act!

Objected to by Mr. Murrey and dis-

a re-
Yes :—Mr. Thomson aaked Russell, the 

witness, how many glaeeee of liqnor it wonld. 
take to make him drunk,and he aaid "UghI 
I could get drunk oo|a soda biaouit.” Mr. 
McCulley eaid, "Witueaa,mind what.yoe‘re 
saying, you're on yonr oath." Mr. Murray 
Mid, "Witness what do yon mean by saying 
yoe can get drunk on a soda biscuit 
Rusaell a aid. “Mrs. Caaaidy aaid I would."

Marlas Inquiry.

fo Ottawa despatch wye that Oapt. 
Smith ef the Marine Department fa to 
eome to Chatham to hold an inquiry in 
reference to the ooiiision betwwn the 
atr. Miramiebi and eobooos* Oaoeola. A 
Quebec dccpBteh wye he fa to lwve there 
trwtay for. Chatham.
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