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REPORT.

ComMiTTEE RooM,
THURsDAY, 20th May, 1886.

The Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts beg leave to present the
following as their Second Report :—

Your Committee have had under consideration items connected with the Dalhousie
Branch of the Intercolonial Railway (page 268, part ii, of the Public Accounts for
the year ended 30th June, 1885), more especially with reference to freight and pas-
sengers carried by the said railway for the Inch Arran Hotel, at Dalhousie, N.B.;
and have examined certain witnesses in connection therewith, and for the information
of the House append hereto copies of the evidence given by the persons examined by
your Committee, together with the exhibits filed by them and a statement showing
the cost of the enquiry.

All which is respectfully submitted.
J. C. RYKERT, Chairman.

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

————

Orrawa, 29th April, 1886,
The Public Accountis Committee met ; Mr. RYkERT in the Chair.
Mr. DonaT CoRMIER, called and examined :—

By Mr. Davies :

1. Were you employed in the Intercolonial Railway ai Moncton? Yes, from
1882 until 1885.

2, In what capacity ? In the audit office, as checker of reports that came in.

3. From outer stations? From all stations from Halifax to Montreal.

4. And did yourduties require you to check all the tickets issued by the ticket
agents ? Yes, Sir.

5. Well, in the year 1884, you were then in the audit office as checker ? Yes,

6. Had you occasion to check any issues of tickets to Dalhousie, N.B., from
Montreal or elsewbere? Yes, Sir, from Montreal the tickets were issued. They read
from Point Lévis to Dalhousie and return. Montreal had authority, or always .had,
to issue tickets to any part of the line at all. These read, “ From Point Léwis to
Dalhousie and return.”

7. That is the Montreal agent? Yes.

8. What is his name? G. W. Robinson.

9. You had to check his return? Yes, he always had two reports. One was &
throngh ticket report and one was a local report.

10. Very well, he made returns to Moncton ? A, Yes.

3—1
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—

11. And you checked that. What means had you of checking it? He always
sent in g stub with his report. That would be similar to the tickets. He kept the
stub in order to make his report, and he gave the ticket to the purchaser.

12. You would eall it a kind of counterfoil? Yes,

13. And he would forward a return and algo these stubs of tickets or counter-
{foils as vouchers for his retarn? Yes, and they would be matched with the tickets
-collected by the conductors at the end of every month.

14. And then you would compare these vouchers or stubs with the tickets col-
lected by the conductors of trains? Yes, Sir.

15. You did that in the month of August, 18647 Yes.

16, Did you find any issued specially to the Inch Arran Hotel in that year?
Yes, Sir, there were four in the month of August.

17. That is August, 18847 Yes, Sir.

18. What was special about those tickets ? They were marked on the Montreal
ticket agent’s report as ‘“servants to Inch Arran House.”

19, You say you got Mr. Robinson’s report and checked it, and you found these
four special tickets ? Yes, they were reported nil.

20, What do you mean by that? No value,

21, What you would call a free ticket, is it? Yes,,Sir.

22, And they were marked “nil” in his report ? Yes, Sir.

23. Was that the regular course of business or otherwise ? No, Sir, it was not.
1 went to Mr. Busby, the general passenger ticket agent,

24, He was your superior officer? Yes. I asked him to give me authority to
accept that report, or else I would have to charge the Montreal agency with the
deficiency.

25. %’ou went to Mr. Busby and you asked him for authority to accept that
report, or else you would charge Mr. Robinson with the deficiency ? Yes, Sir.

26. Well, did you get the authority ? Yes, Sir.

27. From Mr. Busby? Yes, from Mr. Busby,

28. That authority 18 among the records in the Intercolonial office? Yes, it is
enclosed in the Montreal reports.

29. Having got the authority from Mr. Busby, you simply passed the returns ?
Yes; of course I could not do anything else.

30. 1s that the end of these special tickets that you speak of ? Yes, that is in
1881.

168 31, When was your attention next called to a similar issue of tickets ? In June,
1885,

32. What were these special tickets, was there arything saying for what
purpose they were issuned ? It was marked on the stubs of the ticket: “On account
of Inch Arran House.”

33. So that they showed on their face what they were for? Yes, Sir; they were
specially marked so on the report also: “ On account of Inch Arran House.”

34. Now go on to 1885, You say that in Juune, 1885, your attention was again
called to a similar issue of these tickets? Yes, Sir.

35, Issued by the same officer Mr. Robinson? Yes, Sir,

36. And to the rame place? Yes, Sir.

- 3S7. And were they marked in the same way, special for the Inch Arran Hotel?
es, Sir,

38, How many were there in June? I should think from twenty to twenty-five.

39, The return will show specifically? Yes.

41}, Who will have them, Mr, Bruce or Mr, Busby ¥ Mr, Bruce, I think.

41, Well, what did you do with those—did you pass them without an order?
No, I could not. 1 got authority from Mr. Busby to “accept them for the present,”
as the anthority reau.

42, And then you passed them on Mr. Busby’s authority ? Yes.

43. What becuomes of these stubs after you have checked them ? They are
matched with the tickets to see if they compare.
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44, With the tickets collected by the conductors? Yes.

45, When they come out all right what is done with them as a rule? They are
destroyed.

46. Then, in June, 1885, you think there were about fifteen. After you had com-
pared them you found that they were all right, I suppose, so far as they corresponded.
with the tickets of the conductors? Yes.

47. And what called your attention to them at all? What most directed my
attention to them was that I could not see why so many free tickets were issued to
that house, with which the Intercolonial Railway had nothing to do.

48, Was this repeated in the Jaly following ? Yes, Sir, and the authority I got
in June to accept those tickets for the present. I thought that the Montreal agent
could account for the deficiency in his July report.

s 49. Did the Montreal agent account for the deficiency in his July report? No,
ir

50. When the July report came in did you find that the issuing of these special
tickets had stopped ? No; there was as many if not more in July.

51. About how many ? The papers will show exactly.

52. Can you state approximately ? I should think between twenty and twenty-
five.

53, Were thoy issued in the same way “on account of Inch Arran Hotel?”
Yes, Sir.

54. And they were marked ‘““free” too? Yes, Sir.

55. What would be the price of an ordinary ticket from Point Lévis to Dal-
housie? The tourist rate at that time was $3.75.

56, What did you do with the July report of Mr. Robinson’s when you found it
did not account for those free tickets ? I went to Mr. Busby again, and he told me he
would give me authority, which he did, to accept the report for the present.

57. And on that, of course, yoa acted ? On that I acted.

58, Did Mr. Robinson account in August for these tickets ? No, Sir, he did not.

59. Did he account for them in September ? No, Sir,

60. Did he account in October? No, Sir.

61. I believe you were discharged from the railway employ somewhere aboat
that date ? Yes, on the 27th of October, but the report was checked by me.

62. You had checked the October report ? Yes.

63. And what date were you discharged ? On the 27th of October.

64. Did you keep this matter to yourself after you were discharged, or did you
make it public. I saw the ckarges in the Moncton papers. Was it with your autho-
rity that the charges were made? I kept it to myself until 4th February, the first
date that I published it.

65. Will you look at these stubs you gave me (see Exhibit A.) Are those the
stubs of the tickets that you spoke of ? Yes, Sir.

66. Take one of them, are they differont? Except in-some cases the name
of the person to whom they were issued is marked, and in other cases they are not.

- 67. In the first place the word “nil” was marked across the face of them all ?
s, Sir. .

68. And the word “gpecial ” is marked across the face of them all ? Yes, Sir,
it is on all of them.

69. What does that word “nil” mean? It means that they were reported free,
not accounted for,

70. And no money returned? No, Sir.

H 71. On the backs of these tickets what is marked? ¢ On account Inch Arran
ouse,”
2. And in some cases the names of the parties to whom they are issued ? Yes,
ir.

3. But in all cases it is stated “on account of Inch Arran House”? Yes, on
account of Inch Arran House.

3—13 3
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4. And those are the identical ones that you compared, you did not destroy
these? No, but the tickets were destroyed.

%5. And Mr. Robinson’s returns were in accordance with those tickets? Yes,
Sir.
76. Bach of those tickets he returned ¢ nil ”—no name ? Yes, Sir.

77. Mr. Busby instructed you to acoept them for the present you said? Yes, for
the present.

78. How many are there of those stubs that you produce? Nineteen.

79. Is that the number you gave me? Yes, Sir.

80, On the 27th of October you were dismissed ? Yes, Sir.

81. About those stubs, just tell the committee exactly what your duty was with
regard to them when they came into your charge first 7 Whet you left the employ
of the railway company how is it that you have these stubs still in your possession ?
At the end of the month, when the tickets would be matched with these stubs to see
if they compared with the distance going and coming, and to see if it was the same
on the agent’s report as on the the ticket. After they were matched the ticket and
stub were destroyed. But in this case, after I had matched the tickets with these
stubs and checked the reports, although the stubs were valueless and not good for
passage, I destroyed the tickets and kept the stubs in order to show the matuer.

By Mr. Bowell :
82. Why did you destroy all the others and keep these; what object had you in

doing that? Well, it was just to show the matter.
83. How long did you keep them in your possession ? I kept them from the

time they were matched until now.
84. When did you give them to Mr, Davies? I do not know exactly; I am not

sure how long it is.
85. You kept them in your possession for future use? Yes, Sir.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
86. You did not require them to justify your own action. You say you had
special authority from Mr, Busby with regard to that? Well, special authority will
be found in the reports, which are filed away.

By Mr. Bowell :
87. How long was it from the time you laid these away until you were dis-

missed ? Tt would be about four months.
88, Why were you dismissed? Well, on account of a report that the traffic

auditor made against me.

89, What for; keeping the company’s property in your possession, or what ?
He made a report against me. One day I went out of the office~1I conld not get
leave of absence—and he made a report that I had not been to work that day, anc

that he thotght I was under the influence of liquor.

By Mr. Davies :

90. Who was it that made the report? Mr. Bruce,
91, He was your superior officer? Yes.

By Mr. Chapleau :
92. And you had the stubs of the tickets in your possession then? Yes, Sir.

93. Are those all the stubs you have ? Yes, Sir.
94, You have not got the tickets? No, Sir, the tickets were destroyed.

By Mr. Bowell :
95. You said you had some of 1884, what did you do with them ? I have noé
got them,
4
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96. These are part then of those issued in June and July, 1885? In June and
July.

By Mr. McLelan :

97. 1a what month were you dismissed ? In October.

98. October, 18852 Yes.

99. Did you remonstrate against being dismissed ? Yes, Sir.

100. Did you communicate with the railway authorities by letter or otherwise?
I did, verbally, to Mr. Pottinger.

101. You made no written complaint? No, Sir.

By Mr. Chapleau :
102. Was it part of your duty to destroy these stubs? Oh, well, when they aro,
matched with the tiokets they are always destroyed, but it does not make any
difterence.

By Mr. McLelan :
103, I understand you to say then that you made no admission by letter that
you were drunk at the time ? I did, There was a confession extracted from me under
talse pretences as I thought at the time:

By Mr. Davies :

104. Do I understand you to say that it was your duty to destroy all these stubs
ssarule? Yes.
105, And that in cases where you found them regular you did destroy them 7

Yes, Sir.
"106. And those you found not regular you kept for purposes of your own? Yes.

By Mr. Bowell :

107. Did you consider it a part of your duty to keep those stubs ? Idid in these

special cases,
108, Tell us why? Because they were not entered in the regular way—because

they were not reported in the regular way.

By My. Davies :
- 109, On the authority of Mr. Bruce you were to accopt them for the present ?
es, Sir,

By the Chairman :

110. Was the authority in writing ? Yes, Sir.™*The authority is enclosed in the
report.

By Mr. Davies :

111. This issue of tickets, were they all for the Iatercolonial alone or were they

E&rt for the Intercolonial and part for the Grand Trunk? They read from Point
évis to Dalhousie and return to Point Lévis.

112, That is all over the Intercolonial ? That is over the Intercolonial.

113. Were there any tickets issued by him over part of the Intercolonial ? Yes,
Sir. There was a clerk especially for that report, Thatis what they called the through-
ticket report, and he was authorized to report the Grand Trunk portion on the Grand
Trunk sheet at half rate.

114, Who was that? The clerk who checks the through tickets,

115, What is his name? Mr. Grose.

116. And Mr. Robinson made returns, to what effect ? He was authorized to report:
the Grand Trunk proportion on the sheets at half rate.

117. That will appedr in the docaments to be produced ? Yes, Sir.

5
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118. Well? I asked him supposing the Grand Trunk will not accept the half rate
what will you do. Well, he said, report half rate and it they will not accept it we
will have to remit the other half next month.

119. Did they accept it? Ido pot know. He had special charge of that bus-
iness, and I don’t know whether they accepted the half rate or not,

120. Will Mr. Bruce or Mr. Busby know ? Mr. Bruce may know.

121, Mr. Pottinger is the superintendent of your road ? Yes, Sir.

122. Did he know of the issue of the two classes of tickets you speak of—one.
over the Intercolonial entirely, and the other partly over the Grand Trunk and
;}artly over the Intercolonial Railway with instructions to pay half 1ate to the Grand

runk ? I should think so.

123. Have you any means of knowing whether he did? No, except from the

ctions.

124, Except from the instructions you got from your superior cfficers ? Yes.

125. At any rate, up to the time you left the company’s service, the price of’
these tickets had not been accounted for ? No, Sir.

By Mr. Davies :

126. (To Mr. Bruce.) Will you produce Mr. Robinson’s returns for June and.
July, 18856 ? (Papers produced. See Exhibit B.)

129, (To witness.) You have in your hand, Mr. Robinson’s return? Yes, Sir.

128, Have you the authority with the document you speak of ? Yes, Sir. There
is omne for Inch Arran, marked ¢ nil,” another for InchArran, “nil,”” snother for
Inch Arran, “ nil,”” snd another, Inch Arran, “nil.” They agree with the stubs.

129. Have you with that document the authority you spesk of? No, Sir. They
have been taken out,

Mr. Bruce.~I have got them at my hotel, and can produce them.,

By the Chairman :

130. Is this the full report for June ? That is the full local report.
131. Will that show the issue of the entire twenty or twenty-five tickets for June
I cannot say exactly. I only speak from memory.

By Mr. Chapleau ;

132, Did you ever take a copy of thisreport? No, Sir,

133. Did you make notes from the paper? I took a copy of the authority; I
had to accept the report.

134. Did you take any memorandum of this at all? No,

1385, And when you spoke it was only from memory ? Yes, Sir.

136. How many did you find in that return for June? The stubs will show,
because the dates are stamped on the back.

By Mr. Bowell :
137. In what column is the word “ nil” put? In the column where * paid” goes.

By Mr. Chapleau :
138, Is the word written or is there merely a blank ? It is written.

By Mr, Davies :

139. I want you now to look at the July report. How many are there in that
month? I see co that one, Inch Arran, Dalhousie— Dalhousie is the station to which
itissold? A. Yes.

140. Under the column of rate he has written, “Inch Arran, nil”? Yes,

1404. And in the amount column are the worde * see letter June”? Yes.

141. In the column where the amount usually goes yowhave written the words,.

““gee letter ” in red ink ? Yes.
6
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142, In the rate column is the word * nil” in black ink. Whose writing is that ?
Mr. Robingson’s.

143. Is there any other statement you desire to make in reference to this mat-
ter? No, Sir.

By Mr. Bowell :

144. Did you furnish anyone with any of these papers? No, Sir, the reports
were all filed.
145. No information with reference to this matter? No, Sir,

By Mr. Davies:

146. I asked you if you gave any information to the Moncton papers? Yes, I
did, on 4th February.

By Mr, Bowell :

14%7. And you were dismissed in October last ? On 27th October.

148. You gave the information in February ? In February.

149. You did not say you gave the information in 1884? No, Sir. I was dis-
amissed in October, 1885, and I gave the information to the papers in February, 1886.

GEroreE WiLLiam RoBINSON, called and examined: —

By Mr.; Davies:

150. You hold an official position on the Intercolonial Railway? Yes.

151. What is it and where? Eastern freight and passenger agent, at the office
in Montreal.

152. Part of your duties will be to issue tickets to passengers for different points
along the line? Yes.

153. Was that your duty in 18847 Yes.

154. Did you issue any tickets from Montreal to Dalhousie or to the Inch Arran
Hotel in 18847 Yes.

155. How many, can you remember, or can you state from your papers? I
cannot tell how many were issued altogether in connection with Inch Arran, but I
can tell you how many issued for the servants. i

156. How many were issued otherwise than regularly ? There were five issued
to the servants of the inch Arran House on the Intercolonial in 1884.

157. That was all? Yes. :

158. The last witness said there were four ? There were five.

159. Now we come to 1885 ; will you look at the stubs produced by the last
witness ? Yes.

160. Were they issued by you? Yes.

161. Were they free tickets? They were not free tickets, but the money was not
collected for them at the time. L

162. What are they marked ? They are marked “nil.” I may explain in con-
nection with this that my chief clerk, who makes out the report, is a Frenchman, and
does not understand the meaning of the word “nil” as we do. It means “to be
accounted for,” but the column is not wide enough to take those words in. Nothing
had been collected when the tickets were issued, and therefore he put down the word
L {1 ”i L”
163. What authority had you for issuing these special tickets, and from whom ?

m the general passenger agent.

164, Who is the general passenger agent ? Mcr. Busby.

165. Where is his authority ? I suppose the authority would
office, because it would accompany my re;:lort.

be in the anditor’s
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166. Having received the anthority to issue the tickets, would you return it
with your report? Yes; but perbaps it might not go with the report, becanse L
might not have received the authority then,

167. Have you got it? No, Sir.

By Mr Chapleau :

168. Had you authority for issving these special tickets? At the time they were
issued I do not think we had the authority. I issued the tickets upon the same con-
ditions upon which they were issued to other seaside hotels—half fare for the double
Jjourney—but pending receiving the authority we had to mark them “nil,” “to be
accounted for hereafter.” At any rate, the document is here, or a copy of it.

By Mr. Davies :

169. 1 want to ask you if in the month of September, 1884, you received special
authority from the Interc,lonial Railway, from Mr, Busby or Mr, Bruce, I am not
swe which, to issue for free report certain tickets ? Not for free report, but at half
rates.

170. Will you swear that there was not such a letter written, received by you,
and acted upon by you? Not for the whole of those tickets. :

171. 1 did not ask you that. Will you swear you did not receive such authority
and act upon it? I received a letter. 1 have not it before me, and I cannot give the
exact wording. It might be construed to mean the whole of -the tickets or only &
part of the tickets. (Letter produced.)

“ INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
“ GENERAL PASSENGER AND Ti1cKET AGENT'S OFFICE,
“ Moncron, N.B., 8th September, 1884.

“G. W. Rosinson, Esq.,
“ Agent Intercolonial Railway, Montreal.

% Drar Sir,—This will be your authority to auditor for free report of the follow
ing ticket-, Local Book No. 2983, Point Lévis to Dalhousie and return.” (See
Exhibit C.)

Shall I explain what ticket that is? It is not a ticket issued on account of the
hotel or to a servant. At the period great inducements were being held out to pas-
sengers to go to the Atlantic coast instead of to the lower St. Lawrence. The officials
of the railway were doing all they could to counteract that. I knew a very intelligent
gentleman, who writes for the American magazines and some Montreal newspapers,
and I suggested to Mr. Busby, as this gentleman was an acquaintance of mine and
would not receive pay for anything he did, that it would be a good idea to get this
%entleman to go down and write up the several resorts we were trying to cultivate.

e said, “ It would be a capital idea; but,” he asked, “ what would he require for
it?” I said he would not accept pay. I gave him a ticket, and he went down ; and
I think I am not to blame for it,

1.2. You issued a ticket? Yes.

173. A ticket to Dalhousie ? [t took him to intermediate places, Bic and Little
Métis, for instance. The authority of Mr. Busby continues: * Local Book, Nos. 1459
to 1462 (4), Point Lévis to Dalhousie; L.ocal Book, No, 1464, Point Lévis to Dal-
housie; also ticket No. 291, Dalhousie to Point Lévis.”

174. That makes four; were they for gentlemen to write up the hotel, too? No,
8ir, these were servants’ tickets,

175, To the Inch Arran Hotel? Yes. ¢ Point Lévis to Dalhousie, 1464,” that
i8 aservant’s ticket ; also “ ticket No, 291, Dalhousie to Point Lévis.”

176. This 18 for the year 1884 ? Yes.

177. 1t is under that anthority you issued tickets in 1884? It is under that
sauthority that I reported them blank in th8e meantime,
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178, There was no intention to collect all of those—you know that? I do not
Eknow.

179. What does this mean, that you received: * This will be your authority to
the auditor for & free report” ? Do I uunderstand you to state to the Committee that:
you understand by that that they were to be paid for? I understood by that that T
was not to pay for them. I had issued the tickets and reported them free in the
meantime, and & settlement would be made between the audit office and the hotel.

180. Who did you think was to pay for them? The hotel.

181. Ard this special ticket was to go absolutely free? Yes, certainly.

182, And you had the same authority for that as you had for the others? Yes;
the authority for the others is in the same letter. )

183. Now we will come to the next year, in which the great bulk of the tieketa
were issued. The hotel was open then ? Yes,

184. Did you receive any personsal authority from Mr. Pottinger, or from any
other official of the road, and if so, from whom, to iesue tickets in 18857 1 received
authority to issue at half rates in 1885,

185. From whom ? From the general passenger agent,

186. Who is he? Mr. Busby.

187. Did you receive any authority from Mr. Pottinger ? Not that I am aware of.

188. Or from any other official than Mr, Busby ? No; he is the official who
should give instructions.

189, Had you any personal authority from these gentlemen? I do notthink sc.

190. You do not clearly recollect that, I understand ? I do not like to say what
I am not positive of, but I have no recollection of having any suthority from M.
Pottinger on the subject.

191. Did you receive any written authority in that year? I think I did.

192. Will you produce the written authority ? The authority would be passed’
to the audit office. I would write lo the general passenger agent notifying him thst
half rate tickets had been issued to the servants of the Inch Arran Hotel, and advis~
ing him to advise the audit office to accept the special rates:
ok 193. 1 ask Mr. Busby, have you the letter authorizing Mr. Robinson to issue the

ickets ?

Mr, Busby.—The aunthority would go to the auditor ; not to the agent.

194, When you received the authority you acted upon it, and returned it to the
audit office, do you produce it? I have not it with me here.

195, You must have had it to issue tickets on ? It might not have come at the:
time I issued the tickets ; but subsequently. )

196, You had it; and after having it you returned it——? To the audit office..

197. You would not issne free tickets and depend upon getting subsequent
authority ? I might, Sir, .

198, But you would not issue free tickets without some authority ? Not free
tickets ; they were not intended to be free. . .

199. They were free in the first instance; the people who got them paid nothing
to you for them ? They were, undoubtedly, not free tickets. i

200. But the people who got them paid nothing to you for them ? Not in the
first instance.

201, And they travelled on them without paying anything on them first? Yes.

202. Whether they were paid for subsequently do you not know ? I do know..

203. Was the money paid to you? It was paid to me,

204. When ? It was paid on the 4th February last.

By 8ir Richard Cartwright ;

205. 4th February, 18867 Yes. At that timea listof tickets had been made out,
tickets which were supposed not to have been paid for ; a very long list, amountiag
to many hundreds of dollars, A very thorough investigation was made of all tha
tickets issued, and three, four or five were found to have escaped notice by soms
-means in the audit office, not in my office.
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By Mr. Bowell :

206. I understand Mr. Robinson to say there were four or five tickets in the
list of the auditor which were omitted; they were paid for in February ; when were
the others paid for ? The account for 1885 was made up at the close of the season.
We received orders for the tickets in this way : the manager of the hotel used to
telcgraph to the emjloyment agency to send him servants, and on the presentation
of these telegrams we issued tickets. These were to be paid for  at the end of the
scuson, and they were paid for at the end of the season.

By Mr. Chapleay :

207. Did you say afew moments ago that those four tickets were overlooked
and were paid for later 7 Yes,

208. And the others, the bulk of the tickets, were paid for at the end of the
seagon of 18856 ? Yes.

By Mr. Davies:

209. I understard you to say that the four tickets paid for in 1886 were tickets
‘issued in 1884 ? They were.
- 210. They were not paid for in 1884, or in 1885, but on the 4th February, 1886 ?
es,

211, Now we come to 1885 ; here is a stub issued from your office ; it bears
your stamp ? Yes.

212, gt is marked “nil” ? Yes.

213. It is also marked “special” ? Yes.

214. And “on account of Inch Arran” ? Yes,

215. Now I want to ask you, would you issue a ticket of that kind, a special
ticket marked “nil,” and returned here in your report under the fare rate as “il,”
without a personal or written authority from some superior officer? 1 wculd, Sir.

216. And do you take the responsibility of stating that you did? I do not think
at that time I had the general passenger agent’s written authority for it.

23%. That is vot the point; T sm pot limiting my question to written authority.
I 'ark you whether you would take the responsibility, as ticket agent at Montreal, of
ieeving a special ticket cn account of Inch Arran Hotel, from Point Lévis to Inch
Arran, for nothing ; ard make your return to Moncton “nothing ” for those tickets,
withovt authority, written or verbal, of your superior cficer? Not for nothing, but

=t half rate I would.

218, Did you or did you not receive authority, verbal or written, from some
svyerior cficer to iscue thore tickets? 1 could not say positively, whether I had
‘xeceived authority at that time.

219, Did you isrue any such ticket for any other point on the road ? I did not,
ibat the Grand Trunk did. :

220. Never mind the Grand Trunk; here are your returns, can you shcw any
aimilar ticket for any other point on your road? No.

221, Regardirg part of the tickets you issued, part of the pay was to go to the
@Grand Trunk? Yes.

. 222. Still you issued them *“nil ”? They were marked * nil,”

2%3. You got no money for them? No.

224. You are aware that when these tickets were returned by you to the head
«wffice at Moncton your head office had to pay balf the fare to the Grand Trunk ? No,
ot balf of the fare, but a part of it.

225. Now lcok at tbat document (see Exhibit D.) and see what the superinten-
alent has written scrces there; Mr. Pottinger writes there *on the Grand Trunk
lickets pay bolf fare ” 7 That is not half the amount of the whole through ticket.

226, It wears that halt the fare was to be paid ? No, Sir; | will explain that if
~yca will allcw me.  'We will suppoee the fare to Inch Arran and return is $15. Half

10 ‘
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of that would be $7.50. We do not pay that to the Grand Trunk. The Grand Trunk
proportion of the entire fare would be $5. Halt fare would be half of that, $2.50,

227. Then half the Grand Trunk portion has to be paid for? Yes.

228. Now, you say you would issue tickets which would require the payment by
the head of your Department to another railway, of money; would you give those
tickets for nothing, return them “nil” to the Department, and all without authority ?
1 would not give them for nothing.

229. Did you give them for nothing? Tdid not. I issued them without receiv-

ing movey at the time. I had anthority from the Grand Trunk for their part. I

arranged with the general passenger agent of the Grand Trunk, and our own general

passenger agent that I had made the arrangements, namely, half fare for the double
urney.

A 235’0. Have tbose tickets got all to do with the Grand Trunk, or have not
by far the larger proportion to do with the Intercolonial Railway alone; had the
&rard Trunk anything to do with the majority of these ‘nil” tickets—the tickets
issued from Point Lévis to Dalbousie? Yes.

231. Take these stubs ? The Grand Trunk parts are not here.

232. Then so far as these nineteen stubs are concerned, the Grand Trunk has
nothing to do with them ? There are corresponding tickets with those issued for the
Grand Trunk.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

233. Of course, you issued separate special tickets for the separate roads at the
same time ? Yes, Sir,

By Mr, Davies :

234, Then, so far as those stubs are concerned, have the Grand Trunk anything.
1o do with them ? I do not understand your meaning. )

235. Would they receive any portion of the pay? They would receive their
Own proportion. .

236. From Point Lévis to Dalhousie would they get any proportion of it? They
would get their own proportion, )

237. You have authority to issue tickets at Montreal from any point to any
point on the Intercolonial ? I can, but I did not issue them separate in this case.

238, But from Point Lévis to Dalhousie is the Intercolonial road, purely? Yes.

By Mr. Chapleau:

239. The witness has said that these are not issued separately, but in conjunction
with tickets issued over the Grand Trunk ? They were issued in connection with.
other tickets on the Grand Trunk.

By Mr. Davies :

240. But the other tickets are not bere ? That is not my fault.

241, Are we interested in them ? Yes, . .

b 242, To what extent ? To show that the Grand Trunk has issued tickets at
alf rate.

243. Do you say that the Intercolonial was paid half rate for these tickets ? I do.

241. Do your returns show that ? My returns do show that. o

245. Do pot your returns show “nil”? They were reported “nil,” but they
were paid for at the agreed rate at the end of the season. .

246. Here is your return for this montbh. In the first place we will take the ﬁrr;zt
ticket, No. 9468, second class, from Montreal to Point Lévis, on account of St, George’s
Society : rate one-half ; when it is haif rate, you return the rate as half, The next:
ticket is on account of Inch Arran : return rate, * nil” Noyv, if you re@u’r"n the St..
George's Society ticket as at halfrate, and the Inch Arran ticket as “nil,” and yom
8ay it is the same thing ? I say they arei 1the same thing. When the St. George’s
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Society come to us we give them, for the poor people they wish to send away, half
rates, the same as the Grand Trunk does. Bat in the case of the Inch Arran House
there was an understanding that the tickets were to be issued at half rate, as required,
on the order of the employment agency, or the manager, and they were to be paid
for at the end of the season. In the meantime they were reported to the audit
office as “nil,” to be accounted for and subsequently paid.

247. Who arranged to pay for them at the end of the season ? The manager of
the hotel.

248, Who was the manager of the hotel ? Mr, Roderique. He asked me to
issue these tickets, and at the end of the reason to render the account and they would
be paid for. He said: “1 shall be waating servants from time to time, and I will
telegraph up for them, and on the presentation of the telegrams you will issue tickets,
-and I will settle for them at the end of the season.”

By Mr. Chapleau :
219, Did you agree to that ? I ageed to that.
250. Did the Grand Trunk agree to issue tickets on the same conditions? The
~did. I wrote asking the general passenger agent if they would, as usual in sne
cases, and he agreed.

By Mr, White (Renfrew) :
251, They were issued over the Grand Trunk the same as over the Intercolonial ?
"Yes, and were all paid for in the same way.

By Mr. Davies :

252. Who owns the hotel ? I believe Mr. Schreiber owns the hotel now.

253. Has Mr. Pottinger anything to do with it? Not to my knowledge; I don’t
think so.

254 Who was the owner of the hotel when Mr. Roderique made this arrange-
anent? I believe the same proprietor; he can answer for himself.

255, Whose handwriting is that on the document: “ pay half fare to the Grand
"Trunk ”? That looks like the writing and the initials of Mr. Pottinger.

256. You have no doubt that it is his? I have no doubt.

25%7. That means that the Iuntercolonial Railway was to pay half fare for these
“tickets at the time? Not at that time,

258, Were not they to credit the Grand Trunk with these tickets ? In the usual
course when they made settlements, I would say yes, at the time, this is dated 11th
-July.

By Mr. McLelan :

259. You speak of the usual course, what do you mean by that; is there a cus-
tom respecting hotels similar to what you pursue? When I sayin the ususl course,
I mean in the usual course of settlement between the Intercolonial and the Grand
Trunk. You asked me if there is a usual custom with respect to hotels. [ answer

.yes. This system has been followed for years past in the cuse of the St. Lawrence
Hotel, Cacouna ; the tickets are issued at half rates.

By My, Davies :

260. On the application of any owner or proprietor of a hotel, you issue them do
you? I have not been required to do it for any other hotel except for the St. Law-
rence Hall, Cacouna.

261. Mr, Pottinger’s order on the face of that return of yours, you understand to
mean that the Intereolonial was to credit the Grand Trunk with half the fare at the
time ? Half of their fare; instead of paying them $5 to pay them $2.50.

262. At the time? I do not know; but in the course of settlement.

263. Did Mr. Roderique ever come to you and pay for those tickets? Mr.

-Roderique did not pay.
12
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264. Who is the individual who did pay for them? I made out the acrount and
sent it down to the general passenger agent and requested him to get a scitlement
with the hotel.

265. When ? At the end of 1885 season.

260‘1. When was that ? It might be at the end of the year; I could not say

itively .

26'7. Was the issuing of these tickets discontinued in July; were there more
jssned in August? There were some issued in August, I believe,

268. Look again and see ? 1 could not teli.

269, Can you tell me the date when you made out the account and requested the
agent to recover the money ¢ I cannot tell the exact date.

270. Was it before the end of December in that year ? It was before the end of
December.

271. How long before? I cannot tell; I know that payment was made. I
cannot tell you without the papers.

272, Where are the papers? I have some memoranda at my hotel.

273. Where is the account you rendered; you think it was in the month of
December ? | think the account was rendered before December,

274. It was not rendered, at any rate, until after the season was over ? TUntil
after the reason was over.

275. Until Cormier was dismissed from the employment of the Intercolonial
Railway ? 1 could not say that.

276. He was dismissed on 27th Octoker ? I could not tell you whether it was
before that or not.

By Mr. Chapleau :

2%7%. That account was not sent in on account of the dismissal of Cormier? I
did not know anything of his dismissal until two or three months ago. I read it
‘then in the newspapers. I never knew him at all.

By Mr. Davies :

278, Did you receive any written instructions from any of the officials of the

gepartment with reference to these tickets during the season? I cannot say that I
id,

279. You will not say that you received any verbal instructions, and I ask youw
did you receive any written ? There was a verbal understanding at any rate.

280. Whom was it with ? With the general passenger agent.

281. Who was that? Mr. Busby. I could not tell whether I had written
instructions because I would not retain them in my possession. They would be
scnt to the audit office.

282. How long have you been in the employment of the Intercolonial Railway ?
Ten years. ‘

283. Do you know anything about the construction of the Inch Arran Hote: 7
In what respect ? -

284. In any respect ? I have often advocated that a hotel should be built about
midway between St. John and Quebec in order to attract business for the road. On
every occasion, and upon every opportunity, I used to advoeate this, because I found
that without it we could not get passengers down for any long distance over the road.
We could send them down as far as River du Loup and Cacouna. The farthest we
could send them was to Little Métis ; but there was very little accommodation there.
At all events this hotel at Dalhousie was lower down the road and we derived, from
every passenger going there, three times the amount that we derived from passen-
gers going only to River du Loup. )

285, Is that all you know aboutit ? If there is anything else you want to know
I will be glad to tell you. I may know it in a general way. .

286, Who got the hotel under way? The party who commenced to build the
Aotel was a Mrs, Grant, 13
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287. Were you detained at the hotel or sent to the hotel in the summer of 1883
-or 1884 to examine the accounts of the hotel ? I was not. 1took Mrs. Robinson down
there, and while I was down there I found the hotel in & miserable muddle, There
were ladies with large families there and gentlemen and it was expected that within
twenty-four hours the whole place would collapse. There was no place for them to
go to. I endeavored to get them to remain and went to the office and took an interest
in the place during the few days I was there,

288. Did you make up the books and accounts ? Some parties wanted to pay and
I made up their accounts in the office and handed them over to the manager,

289. You acted as a friend ? I was a guest at the hotel and paid my board.

290. You had nothing to do with it? No.

291. Nor do you believe that Mr, Pottinger had ? No.

292, But Mr. Schreiber had ? I did not know that he had.

293. Do you mean to tell this committee that Mrs. Grant built that hotel ? T do
not know.

294. Do you know who built it ? I do not know.

295. Do you know where the material to build it came from ? I do not.

By Mr. Bowell:

296. Did you go fishing there orlplaying ball, we may as well have all the par--
ticulars ? I was only there a few days.

By Mr. Davies :

297. And you spent those few days in making up the accounts? I did not say
that. I do not think you should put words in my mouth.

By Mr, McLelan :

298. Have you any interest in that hotel? None whatever, no personal interest
" in it, my only interest in it was a railway man's interest in an enterprise advantageous

to his road, I was anxious to induce people to go there because I knew we would get
& revenue out of it, and the railway have derived thousands of dollars in having a
sea side rcsort there instead of nearer Montreal.

298a. It is very important to the railway that there should be hotels near the sea
side ? Yes, Sir, and I think I can say without exaggeration that if we had more we
could fill them all.

298b. Isthere anything done in connection with this hotel different to what is done
as regards other hotels? The same thing is done by other railways, and the same
thing is done with reference to the St. Lawrence Hotel, Cacouna, half rates for the
double journey.

2¢8c. And the Grand Trunk consents to thisarrangement ? Yes, I was myselfin
communication with the general passenger agent of the Grand Trunk on the subject,
and he consented with pleasure.

298d. The Grand Trunk willingly agrees to this as being in the interests of the
road ? Yes, Sir.

299. In returning tickets as ‘“nil,” you say your understanding of it was that
they were to be hereafter accounted for? Yes.

300. And you believe they were accounted for ? I know the money was paid.

301 Can you give the date when it was paid? For the season 1885 ?

302. Yes; for 1885? I received the cashier’s receipt for the money on 4th
December, 1885; and it appeared in the December returns for 1885.

303. That was for the season of 18357 Yes.

304. You mentioned a short time ago, that in going over the accounts of 1884,
you found a number of tickets not sett ed for? The remark I made was this, that I
~8aw a pubiished statement in the newspapers of a number of tickets not accounted for.
1 should imagine they would represent upwards of a thousand dollars.  There were
tickets to all goinﬁs; one hundred to Dalhousie; one hundred and fifty to Dalhousie
and return, It was stated that they had not been accounted for. An investigation.

14
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was made to find out if, by any possibility, a slip had been made, and we found that
these four tickets of 1884 had been overlooked at the general office.

305. And the others, for 1885 were accounted for in December? Yes; at the
close of the season.

306. Do you call that the end of the season? Don’t you think you allowed three
or four months to elapse? They allowed sufficient margin, I admit, but there was
no intention that they should not be paid for.

307. Was the man who made the understanding there to pay yoa? Did he pay
you? He did not pay me personally.

308. You had no understanding with anybody else ? To whom did you send the
account? To the general passenger agent. He acknowledged the recaips of it, and
the cashier sent me a receipt for the money.

By Mr, Langelier :

309. Was the saume thing done for the St. Lawrence Hotel, at Cacouna? It was
for years. .

310. Tickets issued without cash and to be paid for afterwards—not in my office,
but the office of the agent of the Grand Trunk, Mr. O'Brien’s? They have been get-
ting tickets at Mr. O'Brien's for years, and the practice is to do so.

311. 1 understand you to say that these tickets were out at half rates? They
were reported “nil,” and the cash was paid for them afterwards.

314, That explanation does not accord with the meaning of the word * nil ” ?
I did not use the word “nil,” myself.

By the Chairman :

313. You did not use the word “nil,” yourself? No; and I would not have used
it myself.

By Mr. Mulock :

314, Were those four or five tickets in 1884 partly over the Grand Trunk, or
entirely over the Intercolonial? They were partly over the Grand Trunk; there
were Grand Trunk tickets issued in connection with them., The Grand Trunk ware
never paid any more than the Intercolonial. They overiooked them, as we did.

315, When were they paid for their portion? I could not tell you. The
arrangement was made in the general offices.

316. Were they paid? I cannot say. I have nothing to do with the settlements
between the two roads. I am responsible to the general office only. If I do wrong,
I am responsible to the general office,

317. You issued, in connection with those four or five tickets in 1834, corres-
ponding tickets over the Grand Trunk ? I did.

318, Who accounted to the Grand Trunk for their share of these foar or five
tickets ? I do not know; I reported the matter to the goneral office. The general
agent can give information on that point.

319. Is he here ? Yes.

320, When did this hotel close its business in 1885? I think it would be the
end of September before they closed up. ) .

321. Does the passenger traffic close about that time ? To the seaside resorts it
does, though a few go later than that to close up their cottages, and some come back
in October. .

322, Do you think this hotel closed about that time? Yes, about that time .
bo 323. So that you must have ceased to issue tickets about the end of Sep tem=

r? Yes.
324, Did you issue any of this kind later than July, 1835 ? Oh, yes, we did.

By Mr., Davies :

325, How many? Ido not know; I have no particulars here, but the account
will show. I can produce a copy of the account if necessary. I think I call te'l you
the number from memory—twenty tickets Intercolonial, and twenty-two Grand
Trunk connection tickets altogether. 5
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326. What officer would be able to explain to us how the Grand Trunk was
seconnted to ? Mr. Bruce, the auditor.

By Mr. McLelan :

327. How long have you been ticket agent at Montreal? I have been in the
business for twenty-two years.

328. Before your connecticn with the Intercolonial, was the same system followed

the Grand Trunk ? I was not with the Grand Trunk.

329. How long have you been issuing for the Intercolonial? Ten years—since
the road opened through.

330. And during that ten years, in regard to seaside hotels, the same system has
prevailed? Always. The tickets were never paid for at the time they were issued,
on the order of the manager. They were paid for at the end of the season.

By Mr. Davies :

331. Were there any other free tickets issued ? There were no other free tickets
irsned, excepl one to the newspaper correspondent.
By Mr. Bowell :
332, I thought I understood you to say, & dozen times, that these were not free
tickets? Yes, I did not quite understand Mr. Davies. These were not free tickets ;
they were not intended to be free.

By Mr. Mulock :

333. How did it come that these tickets of 1884 came to be unpaid for so long ?
I cannot tell you. They were overlooked by the general office, I suppose.

334. How was the discovery made? I tried to explain that before. A state-
ament appeared in 8 newspaper that there was a tremendous defalcation. An inves-
1igation was made. We did not believe there was a possibility of anything having
been overlooked. We found, however, these four tickets. The whole thing means
$17; that is the whole of this hundreds or thousands of dollars’ defalcation.

By Mr. Davies :

335. You are the only one who has spoken of hundreds of thousands of dollars?
1 said hundreds or thousands; I think the figures were twelve hundred.

336. You led me to believe a little while ago that you voluntarily made up the
.apeounts at the Iuch Arran House as a mere matter of kindness as a guest ? Not as
= guest, but as having an interest in the railway.

337. Were you not indignant at being kept there to make up the accounts ? I
-was not indignant, but I felt that it was a job that was not congenial to me. There
'was a crisis at that moment. The house was about to fall to pieces; the people were
going out and there was no one to attend to them. I turned in, as any other railway
anan would, who had an interest in the road.

338. At whose instance? Of my own accord.

339. Did you not express yourself as being indignant at being kept there ? I
ado mnot think 1 did. No one kept me there.

340. Were you requested by anyone to do it? I do not think I was.

841. You just did it as apy railroad man would? As any railroad man having
an interest in his road, and the guests being people whom he had sent there.

By Mr. Mulock :
342, You had no interest in the hotel? Not the slightest.
By Mr. Bowell ;

343. You have no interest in the tickets you sell? Not at all. )
344. You are under salary ? I am under salary. The only interest I have 18
2o rell a8 many tickets as possible.
The Committee adjourned.
16
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Fripay, 30th April, 1886,

The Public Accounts Commitliee met ; Mr, RYKERT in the Chair.
ArTtHUR BUsBy, called and examined :~—

By Mr. Davies :

345. Have you the papers that you produced yesterday ? No, Sir; the chair-
man has them.

346. What position do you occupy on the Intercolonial ? I am general pas-
senger agent,

347. You bave held that position, I suppose, for some time? Yes, Sir.

348. Do you remember of tickets having been issued in the summer of 1884 for
the Inch Arran Hotel ? There were some tickets issued in that year for servants
of the Inch Arran Hotel.

349. You were aware of the fact of their being issued ? Oh, yes, Sir.

3560. Did you anthorize them yourself ? I authorized the auditor to receive the
report of the tickets at the time, and in the month they were issued, in order that
the return for that month might be cleared in the audit office and the account for
that month settled up.

3561, The four or five tickets that were igsued in 1884 you authorized the auditor
to pass them as returned “nil”? Yes.

352. And that return shows the tickets to be reported “nil,” which means that
he did not send any money to you for them? No.

353. Practically they were free tickets at the time? At the time.

354. Did you do that of your own notion? Yes, entirely, on my own authority ;
and'on the authority [ have as general passenger agent.

355. Ido not know whether you did it after consultation with Mr, Pottinger,
the general manager, or not? No, there was no necessity for doing it at that time,
because the rate had not been settled on, and that authority that was given on the
8th of September was merely to clear the report for the month, in order that the
month’s business might be settled up.

356 Had the passenger agent issued these free passes before you gave the
authority, or afterwards ?  Before.

357. Mr. Robinson did it first, and then you anthorized it ? Yes.

358, And when he issued them you were not aware of it? Mr. Robinson is
general agent for the road at Montreal. He is in a different position from the ordi-
nary station master.

359. He has authority to do such things? Yes,

360. And you ratified it afterwards? Yes.

361. Have you authority to issue free passes on the road ? Not to issue passes
unless in connection with the passenger business.

362. Do you ever ? Do you mean do I ever issue tickets ? .

363. Authority to the conductors to pass a man over ? I have the authority to
issue a puss in connection with the passenger business.

364. Have you issued passes in 1884 or 1885 to persons for the Inch Arran
Hotel ? I have no present recollection of doing so.

365. Who issues free passes besides you ? The heads of departments.

366. There will be only a few ? The general officers, in their own departments.

367. Who would they be? The general manager, the general superintendent,
the chief engineer, the mechanical superintendent, myself and the general freight
agent, . .

i 368. They would all have authority to issue free passes ? In connection with
their own departments. . ) .

369. They could give passes to people going to and coming from the hotel if
they wished ¥ I presume so.

370. Ycu don'c recollect having donels.;o? I do not.

3-—-2



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 8.) A. 1886

371, Are you clear enough to say that you did not? Yes, I think I can say
that I did not, for I have no recollection of having done so.

372. In the summer of 1885, and in the months of June and July, a number of
tickets were issued at Mr. Robinson’s? Yes, to servants of Inch Arran House.

373. And to employés ? No, not to employés.

374. Well, it is only a similar term; employés would be servants ? I thought
you meant employés of the railway.

375. No; railway employés go free? If travelling on railway business, of
course. :

376. I see some of the tickets produced here by Mr. Cormier, and issued on
account of Inch Arrap, have the name of the person to whom they were issned upon
them ? That may be.

377. And some have not the names? Yes.

378. Would they all be issued to servants? All the same—issued to servants,

379. How do you know they were servants who used these tickets ? I presume
they were from the fact that Mr. Robinson told me they were for servants.

380. I see the names on the tickets are evidently those of servants? It is not
robable that the manager of the hotel would pay for the general public going to his
otel.

381. The returns which Mr, Robinson made do not show for what class of people
these tickets were issued. Just look and state whether it is so or not. Of your own
knowledge you do not know who used these tickets ? No, I do not.

382. From the face of the return which came under your notice could you ascer-
tain at the time ? I can show you the account Mr, Robinson rendered.

383. I just wish to ack you with reference to those issued in June. The docu-
ment which Mr. Robinson forwarded to the head office in June for that month’s
tickets, and in July for that month’s tickets, did not, on the face of ii, show to
whom, or for whom,those tickets were issued ? It might not; I cannot say. They were
issued to “ Dalhousie, Inch Arran House.”

384, Now, tkere could be no objection to your answering my question whether
from the face of that document, you can gather for whom, or for what class of people,
these tickets were issued ? This does not eay.

385. Therefore you had no knowledge at that time to whom they were issued?
I believed they were issued to servants of the Inch Arran House, or certainly they
would not have got my aathority.

386. When Mr, Cormier went to you at first did you give him authority to pass
the return ? 1 want to state that Mr, Cormier never came to me. I never had any
communication with him. His statement in that regard is incorrest. When I give
authority I give it to the agent who issues the ticket or to the aunditor. I have
nothing to do with clerks in matters of that kind.

387. Is that authority given by you? (See Exhibit E.) Yes, that authority i
given by me.

388. Just read it? ‘ Mr. Bruoce, please accept Mr. Robincon’s report of these
tickets, as per this memo., for the present.”

389. You see that each of these tickets is marked “nil " on the return which you
authorized to be accepted ? Yes.

390. You were aware that Mr. Bruce was to accept this return without any pay’
Yes.
391. It is the same in July ? There is no question of his having authority 10
acocept the return, It is admitted.

392, Now, look at the original document again, and tell me if that is Mr, Pottio-
ger’s writing upon it ? Yes, I believe it is.

333. That refers to some of the tickets on that return of Mr, Robinson’s? [
presume so.

394. You are an official of the road, and this document comes from your office,
and it contains a memorandum from you to pass it ? Yes.
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395. I want to know what the meaning of it is? It means that we are to accept
half fare on these tickets. .

396. Read it, and see what it means? ¢ Pay half fare.”

397. What does it mean ? Does it mean that you are to pay half fare to the
Gr;nd Trunk or not? Noj; it means that Arran House is to pay half fare on these
tickets.

398. That was not put on at the time the return was made? No, afterwards—
when the memorandum was taken to Mr. Pottinger for his authority as to what rate
the tickets were to be reported on at.

399. Is it not a curious thing that this is only marked on the Grand Trunk issue,
and not on the Intercolonial issue at all; that it is confined to the Grank Trunk
issue, and there i3 no such mark on the Intercolonial issue ? 1t is not necessary to
put it in two places, I presume. One is enough, if it is understood what it refers to.

400. Is that to you or to the auditor ? 1t is to me. I think I recollect taking
that to Mr. Pottinger myself, and his putting that on; and the understanding was
that the tickets were to be reported out at half fare.

401. You had no understanding with anyone at the time you gave this memor-
andum to Mr, Bruce to accept Mr. Robinson’s report free ? None whatever.

402. Can you tell the date Mr, Pottinger put that on ? It shows the date there.

403. I see “ llecember, 1885,” is put here in pencil; what does that mean? I
do not know; I do not know whose figures they are; I did not put any memoran-
dum there.

o 404. Do you know when these tickets were paid for? I believe they were paid
or.

405, I do not want to know what you believe, I want to know what you know ?
Then I cannot tell you,

406. Who can tell me when the tickets were paid for? The auditor, Mr, Bruce.

407. Therefore you cannot tell by whom the money was paid? No.

408. You have no knowledge yourself of the Inch Arran Hotel business ? None
whatever.

409. Itis no use my asking you, then, any question about the ownership? I have
no personal knowledge. I believe Mr. Schreiber is the proprietor.

410. Do you know Mr. Hillson? Yes.

411. What position does he hold on the road ? There are two on the road.

412. Do you know which Mr. Hillson has been & good deal about the Inch Arran
Hotel ? M, Charles Hillson, I know, has been at Dalhousie.

413. What position does he hold on the road ? I believe he is inspector of build-

ings. :
8 414, Has he been inspector long ? I cannot tell you.

415. Who will be able to tell about that ? Mr. Bruce, the auditor.

416. I understand you to say that when you gave the order to Mr. Bruce to
accept these reports you had had no previous conversation with anyone? I had had
no previous conversation with anyone,

417. Had you ever given similar authority regarding any other hotel on the
road, to Mr. Robinson ? Not to Mr. Robinson.

418. I want to know whether Mr. Robinson ever issued similar tickets before?
Other tickets have been issued to other summer resorts at the same rates over the
Intercolonial, by the agent of the Grand Trunk. .

419. We are not examining the Grand Trunk at all; we are speaking of the
Intercolonial ? It affected the Intercolonial, because the rates were the same over
our line.

420, Do you know whose writing that is on the tickets—that mark “nil ?” No,
I cannot say ; I do not know the handwriting.

421. Did Mr. Robinson correspond with you? He did.

422. And you corresponded with him ?  Yes.

423. And this is a letter you gave Mr. Robinson ? Yes.
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424. Will you read it? 1t is dated 8th September, 1884: ¢G. W, Robinson,
¢ Eeq., Agent I.C.R., Montreai, Dear Sir,—This will be your authority to auditor for
“ free report of the following tickets: Local Book, No. 2983, Point Lévis to Dalhousie
“and return; Local Book Nos. 1459 to 1462 (4) Point Lévis to Dalhousie; Local
“ Book, 1464, Point Levis to Dalhousie ; also ticket No. 291, Dalhousie to Point Lévis.”

425. That does not appear to me to be quite consistent with the statement that
it was to be half fare. That is an authority to give a free report, and you wish me
to understand that balf fare was to be paid? On the 6th of October I wrote Mr,
Robinson as follows :—* Dear Sir re yours of 2nd October, and authority to issue
tickets to Dalhousie at half rate, on account of Inch Arran House. If you will send
me an account for these tickets I will see that the momney is remitted you.” (See
Exhibit F.)

426. The date of the other letter is the 8th September, 18847 Yes.

427. Now, will you produce Mr. Robinson's letter, to which this is an answer ?
I have not got it.

428, Is it not on the files? I haven’t it.

429. Who has it ? It will be in my office in Moucton, I think.

430. Why did you not bring up the letter to which it is an answer, seeing that
you brought this? This covers the question. .

431. It does not cover the question. Do you wish me to understand that this
letter qualifies or alters your letter of the 8th of September ? Certainly.

432. That letter says: “ This will be your authority to auditor for {ree report of
the following tickets.” Now, does this letter of 6th October refer to these tickets ?
Yes it does. .

433. You say in your letter of 6th October, “ re yours of 2nd October, and
authority to issue tickets to Dalhousie at half rate, on account of Inch Arran House,
If you will send me the account for the tickets I will have the money remitted you.”
‘What did you mean here by having the money remitted to him? There would be
10 money 10 remit to him? I would see that the account was paid.

434. What had you to do with remitting money to Mr. Robinson? It was an
account for which I had given him authority, and when he sent the account to me, I
would see that it was settled.

435. What possible interest could you have as general ticket agent of the Inter-
colonial in remitting Mr. Robinson money for tickets? Did you ever remit him a
dollar ? Yes, I have.

436. For those tickets? No, I did not for those tickets.

. 437. How is it you did not? The fact is, with regard to these five tickets in
1884, that the papers got mislaid and the matter dropped out of mind altogether in
my office. Nothing was done until the 6th of February, when the matter was brought
up in the newspapers. Then, looking over the matter, I found that the tickets had
not been paid for. They were at once paid for, the money being paid by Mr.
Pottinger.

438. To whom would Mr. Pottinger pay it? Through Mr. Robinson, or to the
treasurer, I cannot tell you which., But I understand from the auditor that the
accounts for these tickets has been paid.

439. He remitted the money either to Mr. Robinson or to —? The treasurer.

440. 1 cannot see, then, what you would have to do in remitiing Mr. Robinson
money for tickets ? If I asked him to send me an account, I would see that the
account was paid,

441. Would you remit him money ? I had no money to remit him.

442, If he reports to you at Moncton, and you give the auditor authority to pass
his report, and the report is accepted, the money afterwards paid would not be paid to
Mr. Robinson, but into the Intercolonial office ? It would be paid to him, and he would
charge himself with those tickets at the amount for which he was to report them.

443. Although his report was gone over months before, and had been passed by
the auditor ? Certainly, that was only to clear that month’s tickets, This is pre-
cigely what was done in regard to the tickets in 1885,
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444, Tell me how that was dore in 1885? Here is the account (See Exhibit G),

445, This was made up when? On the 28th November.

446, At whoso instance? It was sent to me by Mr. Robinson for collection.

447. Who wrote to Mr. Robinson to send it ? I cannot say whether I wrote to
him or not, or whether he sent it of his own accord.

448. What date is this ?—I cannot find the date. Is this a copy of the original ?
I believe so.

449. T understand that Mr. Robinson furnished an account to the Intercolonial
Railway, or to your office ; where is that account? I cannot tell you; Mr, Pottinger
could tell youn.

450. You cannot tell me where that account is, but you think Mr. Pottinger can ?
Yes.

451. And you only produce here what purports to be a copy of the account; this
document is & document supplied you by Mr. Robinson since you came here? In
Montreal. I am personally aware, though, that that account is paid, because I handed
the money to the treasurer on the 3rd December.

452. This account, which Mr. Robinson handed you in Montreal, does it, or does
it not contain, on its face, any date? I do not see any date on it.

453. The original account supplied to you, you do not produce ? No, becaunse I
have not got it.

454. But you think Mr. Pottinger has ? T will ask him to produce it now. Will
you produce the original account, Mr. Pottinger ?

Mr. Pottinger.—It was receipted and sent to Mr. Schreiber, and he has it at his
houge.

Mr. BusBY's examination resumed.

By Mr. Davies :

455. Did you pay to anybody this money ? Yes, to the treasurer.

456, What is his name ? Mr. Williams is the treasurer. I received the amount
from Mr. Pottinger.

457, That was how many weeks after Cormier had been discharged ? Ido not
know anything about his discharge. o

458, Oh, but you do know? I do not know anything about the date of his dis-
charge. He was not employed by me. He was not in my office.

459. Mr. Robivson puts in a letter, which he says accompanied the account
(Exhibit “H ”):

¢« 25th November, 1885.

“ DeAR Sie,~—In accordance with your letter of the 23rd inst., 1 enclose accounts
for tickets issued during the past reason to servants of the Inch Arran House. You
mention that chief superintendent agrees to accept same rates as for other hotels,
and as the Grand Trunk Railway presumably with your consent ticketed servants
of St. Lawrence Hall, Cacouna, at half the return fare, viz, $4.13, I have accordmgl{
made out the account on same conditions. As before advised you, I arranged wit
Mr. Edgar, Grand Trunk Railway,to accept as their company's proportion $2.50
(servants’ return tickets account, Inch Arran House).

“ Yours truly,
“ (. W. ROBINSON,
“ Eastern Freight and Passenger Agent.

“ A. BusBy, Esq., General Passenger Agent, I.C.R., Moncton, N.B.”

Evidently you had written him ? Here is the receipt from the cashier for the
amount. (See Exhibit “ L") ' .
460. You say you received the money from Mr. Pottinger, and you handed (111?
to the eashier; thatis sufficient for my purposes, Mr. Robinson writes ™ in ?ccotli]_-
ance with your letter of the 23rd.” You evidently wrote Mr. Robinson for the
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account, and I want to know who instructed you to do it, and where the letter is, I
am instructed, and I recollect that it was four or five weeks after Cormier’s dis-
charge before the account was written for, I want to know who instructed you to
write for it ? No one.

461. Will you prcduce the letter you wrole? I cannot; I have mnot the letter
here.

[Letter produced by Mr. Robertson, (See Exhibit J). Mr. Davies reads the
letter.]

“ MoncroN, 23rd November, 1885,

“ DEAR SIR,— Re tickets supplied servants of Inch Arran House last summer
Chief superintendent has decided that we will accept for above same rates as other
hotels, viz. : half local first class fare.

‘ Auditor has been advised that you will report these tickets at above rates,
Pleaso send me an account for any tickets supplied servants of Inch Arran House,
when money for same will be sent you.

“ Yours truly,
“A, BUSBY, G.P.A.
“&G. W. Rorinson, Agent I.C.R., Montreal.”

462. Is this the account enclosed in that letter, $152.60 ; is that half rate ? Yes,
Sir.
By Mr. Bowell :

463, Do I understand yocu to say that the same practice in reference to the issae
of tickets at half fare for the Inch Arran Hotel prevails for other summer resorts
along the Intercolonial Railway? It has, for a great many years, in regard to the
St. Lawrence Hotel, Cacouna.

By Mr. McLelan :

464. T understand you to say that the Grand Trunk issued tickets on the same
terms as the Intercolonial ? They issued tickets for the St. Lawrence Hall, Cacouna.

465. For the distance you carried these passengers what did you receive? Half
rate, the same as for the servants carried for the Inch Arran Hotel.

466. Then when the Grand Trunk issued a ticket at half rate, you received half
rate for the distance you carried ? Yes, precisely.

4+7. And when you issued tickets you paid the Grand Trunk half rate for their
share ? Yes.

By Mr. Ives:

46%, You were asked why you should remit the amount of this account to Mr.
Robinson. Mr. Robinson was the agent in Montreal who issued the tickets ? Yes.

469. As a matter of railroad practice the agent who sold tickets is the proper
party to whom the money is to be remitted? Yes,in order that he may charge him-
self with the tickets. .

470. He accounts for the the value of those tickets, whether they are half fare
or at full rates? Yes.

471. And that would be the proper and regular channel through which to remit
the money ? Yes.

By Mr. Davies :

472. Baut as a matter of fact, you did not send in the money. Instead of remitt-
ing the money to Mr. Robinson_you got the money from Mr. Pottinger and took it
to the treasurer ? You will see that the cashier’s receipt sent to Mr, Robinson was
virtually the carh. It saved remitting the money to Montreal, and the cashier was
in Moucton, and the money could be paid into the funds of the railway company

there,
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By My, Ives:

473. 1 ask you with reference to these tickets which you proposed in your letter
to remit to Mr. Robinson for, if that would not be the regular and ordinary course ?
Certainly.

By Mr, McLelan :

374. Do you know anything about a guide book issued for the Intercolonial
Railway ? 1 do,

475. What year was that in? I think it was in 1883.

476. Did that guide book give a list of the hotels? It did.

477. What reference did it make to the hotels on the Bay of Chaleur, or on the
sea coast down there ? It gave a list of the hotels, I think. We published a list on
the back of the book, and the different resorts along the St. Lawrence were written
up in the book.

478. Was a hotel promised at Dalhousie? It was, I think, and there was an

advertisement of the hotel in the book as well,
b 479. Was the hotel then built or not ? No, it was in course of erection, or about
to be built.

By Mr, Ives:

480. Could you give an idea what proportion of your travel during the summer
months is made up of sportsmen, and people going down there for surmmer recrea-
tion? I can give you an idea of the business we have done at Dalhousie for three
seasons, 1883-84-856. During June, July and August, in 1883, our business was $768
to Dalhousie ; in 1884, the first year the Inch Arran House was in operation, it was
$1,647.66, and in 1885, it was $3,035.65. (See Exhibit K.)

By Mr. Bowell :
481. You mean the passenger traffic? Yes.
By Mr. Ives:

482, That, you would say, was attributable to there being accommodation there

for tourists ? To a very great extent.
483. And to the results of advertising the hotel in this guide book, and other-

wise ? Precisely. o )
484. Is it not a fact that the passenger travel on the Intercolonial is larger in

“the summer season than it is in the winter? Yes. . ) .
485. And that the Intercolonial is indebted for a very large portion of its receipts
to summer travel? To that description of travel.

By My, Davies: '
486. You have read a comparative statement of receipts from traffic to Dalbousie

in 1883 as compared with 1884 ? Yes. .
487. And you attribute the large increase to the presence there of this hotel ?

To & considerable extent. . :
488. Was the branch railway finished to Dalhousie in 18837 I do not think it

was, L
489, So that you are comparing a period before the railway was built with a
period after it was built? It does not make any difference; people were going there
all the same,

By Mr., Ives :

490. What about 1884 and 1885? The railway was built in 1884,

By Mr, Davies ;
tell 491. What time of the year 1884 was the branch railway finished? I cannot
©ll you,
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492. Don’t you know, as a matter of fact, that it was not finished till late in the
season ? I cannot tell you.

493. 1 have asked you in reference to the increase in passenger receipts, and I
understand you to have asserted twice that this system of half fare or “nil” tickets
was not extended to the guests of the hotel, but was confined to the servants of
the hotel ? Precisely ; there never was a passenger ticket, that [ am aware of| issued
to any guest or to any servant of the Inch Arran House free,

By Mr. Bowell :

494, Was not that branch opened on the 20th June, 1884? I think it was some
time early in the summer.

By Mr. Wood ( Westmoreland) :

495. You refer to a letter asking for an account from Mr. Robinson; I under-
stand that refers to an account of the tickets issued in 1884; the letter was dated
October, 1884 ? That letter is on the file,

496, You do not know whether that account was furnished or not ? I cannot say.

497. Those tickets, I understand from you, were not paid for until the present
year ? Not till February,

498, Had the Grand Trunk any interest in those tickets? Yes.

499. When did they get their proportion? At the same time that the Inter-
colonial got theirs.

500, Not till 1886 ? Not till 1886, Curiously enongh the Grand Trunk over-
looked the account also.

By Mr. Mulock :

501, You know it to be a fact that the Grand Trunk did not get their proportion
until February 1886? No, not until the Intercolonial got theirs.

By Mr Davies :

502. Do I understand you to say that the Inch Arran Hotel, before it was built-
had been advertised on the Intercolonial hand bills? No, the advertisement was in,
serted in the Intercolonial guide book. It was circulated during the winter of 1883-84.

503. Have you one of these with you? I have not, but I can get you one.

504. Was there any other hotel in the maritime provinces advertised besides
the Inch Arran House? There were a large number of hotels advertised.

505. You did not advertise any of the Shediac hotels? I cannot say whether .
the Shediac hotels were advertised or not.

506. I want to know, because it is carious if the Inch Arran Hotel was advertised
alone ? O, it was not ; there were a number of hotels. There were hotels at St.
John and Halifax,

507. T am speaking of seaside hotels? 1 cannot tell you exactly the number.
The book was published by contract from the hotels and the advertisements were
solicited,

By Mr White (Cardwell) :
508. There were hotels at Bic Matane, Little Métis and at Cacouna? Yes,

Mr.J. R. Bruck, called and examined :—
By Mr. Davies: '

509. You are the auditor of the Intercolonial Railway ? Yes.

510. Do you remember Mr. Cormier being in your department ? Yes.

511. When was he discharged ? I think he was discharged in October.

512, The 27th October, 1885 ? Yes.

513. Do you remember before his discharge his coming to you in reference to
Robinson’s returns for the months of June and July, 1885 ? ~He may have, [ have
no distinct recollection. 1t is quite usual for the clerks to come to me. '

24



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 8.) A. 1886

514. Have you any recollection with respect to any of these returns of a number
of “ nil” tickets ? The only knowledge I have of them is what is derived from the
return to me.

515. Do you remember the return at the time ? Yes.

516. Do you remember that the return contained the word “nil” with reference
to those tickets ? Yes.

517, What did you do with reference to them ? Did you accept the report ?
Yes, Sir, when I got the authority.

518, But before you got the authority, what did you do? As soon as I got the
authority that was sufficient for my purpose, and the report was filed.

519. When you got Robinson’s report, did you understand he was authorized to
sign all the returns and mark the word “nil” for the fare, or did you go to anyone
to get the anthority ? In cases of that kind, where the tickets are not reported regu-
larly, I either myself get the authority or depute one of the clerks to get it.

520. In this particular instance did youn yourself go and get it,and if so to whom
did you go ? Did you go to the general superintendent ? 1 don’t remember that I
went to anyone about those tickets particalarly.

521. Perhaps you will kindly look at the return itself? I remember the return.

022, Is that the document? These are the documents and authorities.

5.3. That was the document sent to you at the time, by Mr. Robinson ? It was
not sent at the time, It was sent the following montn. The June issues were
(jfvered by the authority dated July, and the July ones, by the authority dated

ugust.

524. You got authority from Mr. Busby? Yes, Sir.

525. That was sufficient for you? Yes.

526. Did you hear anything of it after Cormier left ? Were there any disclosures ?
There were some disclosures made in the papers. With regard to the tickets for
June and July, 1885, even when Cormier was in the office, correspondence was going
on for the settlement of them.

b 527. What do you mean by correspondence ? Well, there were letters passing
etween—

528. Will yon produce them? Yes. Here is the copy of a letter sent by me to
Mr. Robinson, dated 25th November, 1885, “In re yours of 10th instant and Inch
Arran tickets, Mr. Busby advises that we are to accept as Intercolonial Railway pro
half local first class. You will please report accordingly in November. Also report
in ¢ through ’ the Grand Trunk Railway foeders at rate agreed upon ($2.50).”

529. You say that is after Cormier left the office ?  Yes.

530, You say that when Cormier was in the office, correspondence was passing
—I ask you to produce it now? 1 should correct myself. Ishould have said that
while Cormier was there, correspondence was going on with respect to the 1884 tickets
in 1885, and that same correspondence is what Mr. Busby tells you were mislaid.

531. There was correspondence with regard to 18847 Yes.

532. Now, you produce this letter dated 4th November, 1825. That is some days
after Cormier left ? ~ Yes. '

533. This is » letter from you to Robinson ? Yes.

531. I will read it. ‘ The Grand Trunk Railway are asking for the report of
tickets 1542, 1643, &c., to 3006. These were reported by you nil Inch Arran House’
and are shown in the same manner by the report of the Grand Truok Railway.
Please advise me what is the arrangement for settlement.” So you wrote him that
the Grand Trunk was demanding or requesting a report for these tickets ?  Yes.

535. That was after Cormier left the office? Yes.

536, That is the first time the correspondence took place ? Yes. )

537. It was owing to the Grard Trunk requesting settlement for their share of
the tickets that you wrote Mr. Robinson? Not necessarily. The clerk who had this
8pecial work in hand in 1885 was taken ill. He was confined to l}ls house for two
months, and it was immediately on his return to the office that this correspondence
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t
ooéi place. He has the special duty to perform and it is hard to get any other clerk
to do it.

538. It was immediately on his return ?  Yes, immediately on his retarn to the
office.

539. He had to arrange the proportion of the fares ? Yes.

54(:, Does your office audit all the accounts ? Yes, that is the accounts apper-
taining to the revenue of the road,

541. Do you know anything about the building of the Inch Arran Hotel? No,
nothing about it.

542, Or about the freight carried to it? No.

543. Who would be able to give information about the building ? It depends
upon what information is required. I can give you some slight information.

544. For ipstance, if I wanted to know the freight paid for the carriage of
material for the Inch Arran Hotel ? I can give you the information,

545. How can you give it? Have you the documents? Yes, I have got the
files. If yours is a general question I can answer you; but if you refer to a parti-
cular consignment, I shall have to look it up.

546. If you can answer the general questioun in a satisfactory way, why, answer
it. What general answer do you want to give? I can produce the several returns,
but I want to know which of them you require,

547. What I want to ask you is, whether you have any returns with reference
to lumber sent from Awmherst? Yes, I have them. Here are copies of the
bills. Of course, the originals are filed away. (See Exhibit L.)

548, Where are the originals ? They were filed at Dalhousie station, but the
station was burnt down and they were destroyed.

b49. Well, take one in your hand. That is a weigh bill ? Yes, Sir.

660. Who is the consignor? James Caird, sen.

551. Who is the person to whom it is consigned ? Charles T. Hillson.

562. Who is Charles T. Hillson ? He is the inspector of buildings on the Inter-
colonial Railway.

553. He is a Government official ? I think so,

554. You know he is? I have no official knowledge.

565, Don’t you pay his account? No, Sir,

556. Don’t yoa pay his account moathiy? No, Sir.

557. Don't you audit the payment sheets? No, Sir.

..558. Not in your department? No, Sir.

559. Have you the slightest information ? No, Sir.

560. This Chas. T. Hillson, you are very doubtful whether he is or is not the
inspector of buildings ? He is, I believe,

561. Have you the slightest doubt about it? I do not know that I have any
doubt about it, but I don’t know it officially,

562. This lumber was consigned to Chas, T. Hillson, the inspector of buildings ?
Yes, Sir.

563. What had he to do with the building of Inch Arran Hotel ? I cannot answer
that question.

664. Will you look at the next one? That is the same consignee. I think they
are pretty much all the same.

565. So that all the weigh-bills you produce of supplies for this hotel were con-
signed to Hillson, at Dalhousie ? There may be an exceptional bill consigned to the
proprietor.

566. There is one Intercolonial Railway care of McLellan? That was consigned
to the track master, and was material for the hotel, which was charged for.

567. So that where it is not consigned to Hillson it is to another official of the
road ? Woell, there are two Hillsons, and this ope is the {rack master.

568. Where did this lumber come from ? The lumber was sent to the inspector
of buildings from whom? Well, the bills themselves should give the shipper, but I
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believe, to the best of my knowledge, that the most of the lumber was shipped by
Rand, Currie & Co.

569. But as a matter of fact the name of the sender is left blank ? There is no
. design in that,

570, I don't say there was any design. But as a matter of fact it was consigned
from Currie & Co., was it ? 1 know nothing more than that, except that they carry
on a general manufacturing business at Amherst.

571. You know that they have a contract with the Government for supplying

. material for St. John station? Yes, Sir. -
i 572. So that the contractor, for supplying the material for the St. John station,
forwarded the lumber for the construction of this hotel, and forwarded it to Chas. T.
Hillson, inspector of buildings of the Intercolonial Railway. Will you tell me what
Hillson had to do with the construction of that building, if it was a private enter-
prise ? I cannot answer that, ‘

573. As far as the freight is concerned I understand you o say that it was paid ?
It is all paid for.

574. Was it all paid for at the time ? It was not all paid for at the time.

575. Why was it not all paid for at the time? Because they had a running
account.

576. Who had the running account, Chas. T. Hillson, the inspector, or Inch
Arran House? Inch Arran House.

577. But the consignee was Hillson, one of the employees of the road ? Yes.

578, Who was liable forit? Inch Arran House.

579. That is not a corporation? Well, I never troubled myself much about it.

By Mr. Ives :
580. The freight was paid ? The frieght was paid.

By Mr. Davies :

581. Was it paid at the time, and if not, how long afterwards ? Well, the freight
extended for a considerable time and there were, of course, several settlements at
different periods.

By Mr. Bowell :
582, Did I understand you to say that Cormier was dismissed in October ? I

think it was in October. L
383. Was he not suspended on the 24th of October and dismissed on the 27th

November ? I cannot answer that question positively.

By Mr. Mulock :

584, Can you tell us why the tickets sold in July, 1884, remained unsettled for
solong ? Yes, it was through an accident. The tickets were reported nil. The
matter was immediately taken up by correspondence. The correspondence was in
the hands of Mr. Busby, and it unfortunately got misplaced. )

585, There is a date on that correspondence ? Yousee the correspondence itself
was lost.

586, What year was that in ? In 1884,

OTTAWA, 12th May, 1886.

The Pablic Accounts Committee met, Mr. Rykert in the chair. ,

D. Porrincer, Bsq., General Superintendent of the Intercolonial Railway, called
and examined :—

By Mr. Davies : '

587. Mr. Pottinger, the auditor of your road, Mr. Bruce, when he was examined
the other day, brought down certain weigh bills, I think you call them ? Yes, we call
them that,
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588. Showing freight carried over the Intercolonial Railway to Dalhousie for the
Inch Arran Hotel ? Yes.

589. You knew about them, I suppose ? I heard about them in September.

590. September last ? Yes.

591. What did you hear about them in September ? I heard that the freight had
been sent on these bills without charges being put on them by the station master at
Amberst, I learned that from the station master at Dalhousie.

592. You learned that freight had been sent free? No, but without charges
being put on the bills.

593. I see that some of the bills at the time are marked free. I see it on the
bills? I have never seen those bills. They may have been marked free.

594 But you learned in September last that freight had been sent on those bills
without charges being put on them. Was that the first oceasion you heard of freight
going to the Ibch Arran House without charge? Certainly, that was the first
occasion I heard of it, and that came out in answer to a question of mine, addressed
to the station master at Dalhousie.

595. Had you any suspicion of it? No, I had not, but I wanted to settle all the
bills in connection with it, as I was paying all the money away for Mr. Schreiber.
Mr. Schreiber resided here a long way from the place, and I acted as agent for pay-
ing money.

596. You do not mean Mr. Schreiber as general superintendent? Mr, Schreiber
in his private capacity as owner of the hotel.

597. And you in your private capacity was acting as his agent? Quite so. If
{ou will allow me I will give you aletter, On the 14th September, I telegraphed

was going away for six weeks, and I wished to see that all the accounts were closed
up properly before I went, as the hotel was closed about the 15th or 16th of Septem-
ber, and on the 14th September I telegraphed (See Exhibit M) to J. McLeod, Dal-
housie as follows :—* Do Rhodes & Curry owe you anything? Were the materials
they brought up this year for improvements at Inch Arran consigned to them or to
whom? Were the way-bills prepaid or to pay ?

D. POTTINGER.”

598. That was addressed to the Station Master at Dalhousie? Yes. On the 14th
September, I wrote a letter following that telegram to Mr. McLeod. (See Exhibit N.)

59y. What date is that letter? 14th September, 1885. The house was closed
at that time.

600. And you evidently were afraid, then, that some persons were forwarding
freight to Hillson free, aud you wanted to check it? No, but Mr. Schreiber, after
he became owner of the house, gave me instructions in writing and verba'ly, to sce
that nothing was done in favor of that hotel more than any other hotel and to see
that everything was kept perfectly straight.

601. Have you got those instructions in writing ? I think I have, somewhere.

602, Can you produce them? I do not know whether I can or not, just now.

603. Those instructions were given to you when Mr, Schreiber took charge of
the hotel, on the 13th of September ; now, I have information that certain freight
had been carried over that road free. You evidently must have had such information
0o, before you wrote that letter ? No, I did not know that any freight had been
carried free, but I thought that possibly there had been some mistake.

604. Why did you speak of freight to be carried to Hillson more than to any
other ? 1f you will allow me, briefly, to go into the whole thing from the beginning
you will understand all about it. On the 14th of September the same day I tele:
graphed to him, Mr. McLeod, the station master, answered this way, (See Exhibit0.)
That is his telegram.  His letter of the 15th September arrived ufter I went away.
I went away on the 16th and I did not see it until my return. (See Exhibit P.)
Hero is another letter I wrote him on the 15th, (See Exhibit Q.) and on 17th (See
Exhibit R). Then there is a letter written to McLeod on the 15th October, 188,
about & month afterwards. (See Exhibit8.)
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605. Who is that? That is Mr. McLeod, the station master at Dalhousie.

606. That is the very thing I was askine you about. 'Then this lumber was sent
from Rhodes, Curry & Co., at Amherst, who had the contract for supolying the
terminus at St. John station, to C. T. Hillson, at Dalbouasie? Yes, part of the supplies,

607. And was rent on what you call ““ memo. bills”? Yes; you say it iz marked
free ou some of them.

608. 1 turn up the billg, and 1 see under the head of charges it is marked free ?
I do nnt know abont that.

6.9. I want to know whether that was 8o or not, and whether C. T, Hillson had
any authority for carrying these things free over the Intercolonial ? No, I do not
believe that the =tation master had any aunthority for sending them. Bat, as I told
you 2 moment ago, you caunot understand this thing without seeing it from the
beginning.

610. I am not going to stop you from going to the beginning, but I just wish to
have this point explained. At any rate, whether he had authority or not, the station
master did eend it free? The station master or his assistant, I don’t know which.

611. And some lime was also sent to Mr. Archibald? Yes.

6114. He is another employé of the Intercolorial Railway ? Yes.

612. So that this stuff was sent from the directors of the Intercolonial Railway
to the employees of the Intercolonial Railway free, and it was some months before
you discovered it. Now, I want to know whether or not, when you wrote some two
or three months afterwards to the station master at Dalhousie to make the charges,
he did not write you that he thought the station master at Amherst was the proper
person to do s0? Did you write to the station master at Dalhousie to make the
charges in his books ? I wrote what 1 read there.

613. Nothing else 7 Nothing elre.

614. Did he write that he thought the station master at Amherst was the proper
party to do eo? No, he did not.

615. Did you write him to make the charges? Did you give him any authority
except what ycu bave read here? None whatever.

616, Or 10 anybody else? Not to my knowledge.

617. Do you know how he made the charges? No; I know that he did make
the charges.

618, Were]vouchers sent in for half freight? I have no doubt they were. The
arrangement was that this hotel, with the other summer hotels, should have freight
carried at half rates. .

619. Then, as a matter of fact, the freight sent to this hotel was sent at half
rates ? Certainly ; that is to say for material used for the bailding and furnishing of
the house, but not for supplies. The supplies were charged at full rates.

620. Then the materials used for the building of the house, and for the furnish-
ing, were to be sent at half rates? Yes, they were.

621. And you, in pursuance of that, or some person by your authority, sent him
an overcharge voucher from Amherst; for this freight which had gone free? The
general freight agent did. -

622. Then some of the officials must have deliberately broken what they knew
was the rate of the road. In fact it was an attempt to defraud on the part of some
one? I cannot say why the stuff was way-billed from Amberst free, but if the
station master intended it to go free he was certainly wrong. o

623. Was lumber ever forwarded from Eddy’s mills for the building of the hotel,
and if so, at what rate ? 1 cannot say, from my recolleetion now. )

624. Do you recollect the fact that lumber was taken from Eddy’s mills to Dal-
housie over the Intercolonial Railway? 1know that the original proprietor got some
materials down to the place, but I do not know anything about the charges; but, if I
}c‘ﬁn;ember rightly, some half-rate was refunded to her. I have not the particulars of

at.

625. I thought you would havethose particulars ? I never heard of it before ; but
when you speak of it, I remember that she talked about getting lumber from here,
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626. Who is she ? Mrs. Grant, the original owner,

627. And she did get lumber from Eddy’s? I do not know that she did.

6:8. What is your opinion ? I have no opinion about it.

629, You say you do know that lumber was forwarded ? I said I remembered
that she talked about getting lumber from Ottawa, or somewhere. That is all I know
about it.

630, And you do not know whether it went or not? I do not know.

631, You cannot tell whether it was carried over the Intercolonial or not? No,

By Mr. Bowell :
632. Was there any lumber carried ? 1 do not know.
By Mr. Davies :

633. Your statement leads me to ask & good many questions, You say the
materials tor building th house were to be carried at half rate, and that the ordinary
gupplies were not so to be carried ? Yes, certainly.

634. And that any officials who were privy, or party, to the carrying of them
free, were guilty of breaches of their duty? Decidedly.

635. Well, now, in reference to this particular item, to which you refer—this
item that you discovered—you seem to have had some idea or suspicion when you
wrote to the station master at Dalhousie about it. Was he also instructed that a
deposit had been made with the trearurer at Moncton to cover the amount ? He may
have been, and I have no doubt he was, because I paid the balance out of money
belonging to Mr. Schreiber, that I had in my hands.

636. Then you have no doubt at all, from the fact that you paid the balance,
that there was gross irregularity., Who was the man that was gniﬁy of that ? I do
not know.

637. Did you ever take steps to ascertain who it was, and punish him ? I have
not yet.

, 638. Was it not a serious breach of the regulations for any official to carry stuf
over the road and smuggle it free, when it should have been paid for ? Yes, but
still there is no doubt about getting it back, because I had the matter in my hands.

639. But if you had not discovered it, the public would have been defrauded’
Certainly, they might have been.

640. Certainly they would have been ; it wasowing to you finding it out that the
ﬁx%gid not lose the money. Who is the station master at Dalhousie ? Mr. J. /.

c . :

641. What has happened to him since this investigation was opened ? I think
he has gone to the United States.

642. He was not in the United States when this investigation opened ? When!
left he was not. ,

643. But since you left, he has gone ? Yes.

644. He is the man who would know a good deal aboutit? He may kno¥
something.

645. Being the station master he must know. I take it that the station master
at Dalbousie would know what freight come there improperly ? He tells me in ths!
letter what freight came improperly,

646. That is not my question. I want to know, a8 & matter of fact, whether of
not he would know ? Certainly.

647. But he is not to be had? No, but I can account for his absence, I do not
want to do the man any injury, but I can account for his absence outside of the hotel
altogether.

t48. You can either do it now or afterwards, as you please? I may say her®
that when his accounts as station master came to be audited last fall there were ¢o
siderable irregularities found in them in regard to freight not having been accounte
for, and he has been employed nearly all winter between the audit office at Mon®

ton, and going down 1o the ports along the Bay of Chaleur, in trying to sort the®
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out and ascertain where those irregularities were. To make the matter more diffi.
cult the station was burned down just about the time the audit took place, and copies
of the way bills and of all the papers had to be got from Chabot of the steamer
« Admiral,” and others, and this occupied all winter. On the 14th of April he tele-
graphed to Mr, Bruce, “I will report myself at your office on Thursday " (See
Exhibit T). And on the 16th he wrote a letter from Boston to Mr. Bruce, of which
this is a copy (See Exhibit U).

649. Who was Mr. T. S. Archibald, to whom the lime was consigned? Chief
engineer of the railway.

650. And this lime was the came way as the other ? So it is stated in that letter
of McLeod’s, but I may say that Mr. Bruce could find nothing of any such lime being
gent there, or that it had arrived, but that some had been consigned to W. W.
McLelan,

651. But as a matter of factit is stated there, and such is my information,
whether true or not, and I understood you to state before you read the letter that
among the things consigned was lime to Mr, Archibald, chief engineer of the road ?
I did not eay so, because my own information on the subject is in that letter of Me-
Leod’s. Not to my knowledge I did not.

652. Well, as a matter of fact, did you make any return on behalf of Mr. Schrei-
ber for any lime carried on the road and carried improperly ? Lime ?

653. Yes? From Amherst, yes.

664, Now, I want to ask you whether any of the workmen engaged upon that
building were paid by the station master upon your order. For instance, I will take
the man Dickey? Yes.

655. Was he paid $75 by the Dalhousie station master by your order ? Yes, he
was

666. Were any of the others? Yes, but I want to explain. This money was
owing to Dickey by Mr. Schreiber, for making the foundation of the house.

657, I only want you to state the fact without explaining? Waell, I will give
both the fact and the explanation. It is quite clear that you only want to get one
side of it while I want to get both.

658, I am as anxious to get both sides as you are. I do not want any imputa-
tions of that kind ? Tt was paid with Mr. Schreiber’s money and in this way—

659. Were any others paid besides Dickey? I think there were. The watch-
man was paid. .

660. By the station master and on your order ? Quite so, and with Mr. Schrei-
ber’s money in this way. My own private bills I sometimes pay in the same way.
I pay the money to the cashier in Moncton to whom all the money of the road is
remitted, and then write to the station master to pay the bill and send the receipt in
to the cashier, as cash, so that it is really paid with my own money, or Mr. Schrei-
ber’s money, as the case may be. It is paid with really my own money, and the
cashier of the railway will testify to that.

661. Idid not ask anything of that kind. That could not be done, 1 only wanted
to know if you paid your money or Mr. Schreiber's money to those engaged in the
construction of that building ? ~Mr. Schreiber’s money, certainly. )

662, How many of them, and what amount did you pay, and why did you pay
some and not the others ? I do not understand the question.

663. How much money of this kind did you pay? I cannot tell you. It was
chiefly the watechman, who lives in the house all the time, and I think Dickey’s bill.

664. Dickey’s was for the construction of the foundation wall? Yes, the com-
pletion of the foundation wall.

665. What was the sense of paying him in particular? I had no other way of
paying him except I sent it to him by the train. . .

666. Why was he paid and the othersnot? All the others were paid who did
any work for Mr. Schreiber. o

667. In the same way? Not in the same way. Some were paid direct, I sup-
Ppose.
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668 You say you recouped the Government ? I did not say I recouped the
Government. I said I paid the money to the cashier of the Intercolonial railway
before I wrote to the agent to pay it. That is my invariable custom.

669. 1 wanted to know why you paid some of the men and not the others ? I
suppose it was more convenient to pay in that way at one time than another.

670. Then it was passed through the Government book? No.

671. If the station master paid it out of the Government moneys you say he
accounted for it? It was not Government money. I paid it first, and sent word to
the station master, and the station master at Dalhousie sent me a piece of paper say-
ing he had paid $75 on my order to Dickey, and the money was not transmitted at
all.

672. Certainly not. The station master paid it out of the Government money,
but you put sufficient to meet it there? He did not, The money of the whole rail-
way is taken as a whole.

673. Was the money you deposited sent§ from Moncton to Dalhousie ? It was

not.
674. Then the actual $75 that Dickey got was Government money ? Not at all,

By Mr. McLelan :

6%5. You put it to the credit of the Dalhousie station? No, it was left in the
cashier’s hands, credited to nobody until the bill came in. Will you now let me
explain things generally. It will clear up a great many things and let the people
know what the thing is.

676, I am perfectly willing, but I wish to ask you one or two questions before
you go on. Who was the inspector of Government buildings on your road ? Mr. C.
T. Hillson.

677. He is inspector of what{? Inspector of buildings, of the repairs and build-
ings chiefly.

678. When was he appointed ? I cannot remember that.

679 About when ? Several years ago.

680. Four or five years ago 2 1should think so.

681. At what salary was he appointed ? I do not remember that.

682. I suppose the general manager should know what salary the men get? It
is preuty hard to remember them all. I think he gets something like §1,200 a year.

683, Paid monthly? Yes.

\ 684. I suppose he has got about that much all the time he has been there? No,
I think pot; I think his pay was increased, but I am not certain about that.

685. What are hisfduties ? To inspect buildings where there are no resident
inspectors.

686, Well, did Mr. Hillson spend any of his time inspecting the Inch Arran
House ? He did spend some time there in 1884.

687, How much of it? I do not know how much,

688, Two months ? Well, he was travelling about over the line. It would be
difficult to state where his work lies.

689. It may have been about two months? I could not state that.

690. Have you no reasonable idea that you can state? I know he spent some
there by my order.

691. Inspecting the hotel 7 Yes, inspecting the hotel, and hastening its completion.

692. Then, all the time he spent there was spent properly, because he was act-
ing under the orders of his superior officer? Certainly.

693. Now, you can go on with your general statement? Perhaps a letter I
wrote to Mr. Schreiber on the 20th March, 1886, for the Minister’s information,
would give something like a general idea.

694. Since this investigation was asked for ? Certainly, (See Exhibit V.)

695. When you speak of the owner in that letter you mean Mrs. Grant ? Yes:
At the time I wrote this I did not want to drag her into the business. Here 1
another letter that I wrote in 1882 that I might as well read now, if it does not take
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up too much of your time. The letter is dated the 2lst January, 1882, and is ad-
dressed to Mr. Schreiber.—(See Exhibit W.) Here is Mr. Busby’s letter, dated the
10th of January, to me.—(See Exhibit X.)

695, Hss that anything to do with this investigation ? It bas this to do. It
shows that at that early day we bad begun to consider the necessity for such a hotel
along the line of railway.

697. As a matter of fact, the Minister did not act upon your suggestion, and the
Government did not construct the hotel ? No. I wrote them to show that the rail-
way had a great interest in the thing, and that explains the presence of Mr. Hillson
at Dslhousie, which you think so singular,

698. I did not say I thought it singnlar? But 'you seemed to think so. You
seemed to question it.

699. As a matter of fact the Minister did not adopt your suggestion, and the
hotel was not constructed by the Government ? No.

700. What I want to ask you is this : When Mr, Schreiber took this hotel off
the hands of Mrs. Grant, were you party or privy to the arrangement ? I knew
something about the arrangement, but I did not make the arrangement.

701. Were you there ? No, I was not there.

702. You did not see Mrs, Grant personally ? No, I did not at that time.

703. At what time did you see her? I was in the hotel some weeks before.

704. With reference to her leaving and Mr. Schreiber taking possession of it ?
Yes, 1 spoke to her.

705. You went there for that purpose ? No, I did not; I went there and found
everything in confusion. The people talked of leaving the house. I talked to Mrs.
Grant, and asked her if she would not sell out to Mr. Schreiber,

706. Without having consulted Mr. Schreiber ? Yes.

707. That seems singular to me? She demurred strongly to it, We had only
five minutes’ conversation, or perhaps less.

708. You suggested that she should give up the hotel 1o Mr. Schreiber, and she
demurred ? Yes, she demurred. )

709. As a matter of fact, do you know what the arrangements were when she
gave up to Mr. Schreiber? I donot. They are all in writing somewhere,

710. It is not within your knowledge, that as part of her consideration for giving
up the hotel, her husband was to get a situation on the road? It is not.

711, Will you swear that that is not in writing? I will swear that it is not, to
my knowledge.

712, Did you draw the writings? 1 did not.

713. There was a lawyer sent to draw them ? Who drew them ? Mr, Harrison.

714, He is the Government agent of the Minister of Justice in St. John? He
is the agent of the Minister of Justice in St. John. I paid him for this work. I
forget exactly the amount.

715. 1 only want to identify him? And I say in addition to that, that I
paid him.

716. You paid him, and it would surprise you a good deal if he signed a docu-
ment promising that it Mrs. Grant went out, her husband would get a situation? I
have heard that he signed such a document. .

717. Yes, and you paid him for his labor there, and the contract was carried
out. He is in your employ? He is in our employ.

718. And has been since ? He was employed shortly after that and has been
since. He is employed as a temporary engineer of construction.

By Mr. McLelan :

719. Was he ever in the employ of the company before ? Yes, he was employed
a8 division engineer of construction.

By Mr. Davies :
720. How many years before you took him on again ? I cannot remember.
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721. A good many years? Several years.
722, Several years may mean 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 or 11 years.

By Mr. Tupper :
723. Was Mr. Grant on the Canadian Pacific Railway in the interval, away
west? Not to my knowledge ; he may have been.

By Mr. Davies :

724. Was it not five or six years since he had been employed on the Intercolonial
Railway ? I do not know when he ceased to be employed on the Intercolonial, but I
know that we employed him in the summer of 1884.

725. Just after Mrs, Grant gave up the hotel ? I do not know. I know his im-
mediate employ ment before that was on the Baie des Chaleurs Railway.

725. And you know :hat Harrison s:gned that document, that if she gave up the
hotel he should have employment on the Intercolonial Railway ? I heard there was
such a document, and I understand it is not in the agreement at all.

727. In aseparate document ? I understand that there is some separate docu-
ment in existence.

728. And as a matter of fact you have employed him ever since ? Yes.

By Mr. Bowell :

729. Do you mean to say that Harrison wrote a letter saying that he should
have employment? He wrote a letter, as I understand it. The way I have heard
it is that it has been mentioned since.

By Mr. Davies:

730. Servants and workmen were allowed to travel over the road for half fare,
and material for construction half-price, and the same arrangements would be made
with other summer hotels along the line, and the irregularity of carrying free was
not with your knowledge. When you found it out you paid the money ? It was not
with my knowledge, certainly.

731. Nor with your consent ? Not with my consent.

732. And has any money been paid to the Dalhousie station afterwards, or since
this investigation began which should have been paid previously on account of the
Inch Arran Hotel? I can tell you when these payments were made.

%733. You can answer that question ? I do not answer in that way exactly, I
read certain papers with regard to the freight, certain correspondence with McLeod.
With regard to the freight that went in the summer of 1885 to the Inch Arran House.
You thowed me the way-bills. Waell, those accounts, as I showed you, I wrote letters
bringing them down to Taylor's hands, telling the agent to send them to Taylor, and
Taylor corresponded with the station master at Dalhousie during the months of
October and December, and it was not until January or February that those accounts
were finally adjusted that you see those way-bills for.

734. 1 cannot understand how the adjustment of small accounts like these should
take 8o long? They went backwards and forwards between the station master &t
Dalhousie and Mr. Taylor, and Mr. Taylor asked the station master at Dalhousie to
make them out properly and 8o on, and to adjust them, and when the account was
adjusted the amount due was $67.67 to be paid to the railway,and I paid it on the
2nd of March in this year.

%35. So that, a8 a matter of fact, I have been correctly informed that sixty odd
dollars have been paid since this investigation has been moved for, due under those
way bills, for the carriage of freight in 1885? On the 2nd of March, 1886, I paid
over, $57 upon these way bills. )

736. 1 asked the witness whether or not, the aceounts were paid before or sincé
this investigation was commenced, and he said *Yes”? I did not say that. You
said that.
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737, I asked you whether you made any payments to the Dalhousie officials
Siﬂ;(’ élée investigation was moved for in the Irch Arran matter ? T madea payment
of $7.26.

738. What date did you make that? I gave that to Mr, Bruce. That was an
amount which he found when he went to examine into the books at Amherst, before
he came up here, and I judge before this enquiry. The $67 was paid on the 2ud of
March, and that was since the accounts were adjusted. Seven cdd dollars were paid
since.

739. Was there any payment made since this investigation began ? I do not
know clearly what yon understand by * when the investigation began.”

740. Since you heard that a motion was made in Parliament that this investiga-
tion was to be made ? There was $7.26 paid since that.

741. And the 867 ? Was paid on the 2nd of March,

742. Of this year ? 1886.

743. You have explained that it was in reference to these way bills ? Quite so,

744. Some of the freignt tnat was carried irregularly by the officers had to be
adjusted? Yes.

By Mr. McLelan :

745. This $67 was paid upon the action taken upon your letters written in Sop-
tember ? Yes.

By Mr, Davies :

746. What action was taken on your letters ? The matter was followed without
intermission by Mr. Taylor until the money was paid. The papers did not come back
the last time from the agent in Dalhousie until some time in February.

141. Do you know anything about the supplies furnished to that hotel, where the
crockery and table linen came from ? They came from Montreal, I think.

748. Are you sure ? The great bulk of it came from there, they bought a good
deal of stuff in Dalhousie,

749. Did any of it come from Moncton ? I do not think so, but I do not know.

750. There is some misunderstanding in the minds of the public on that point. I
think it should be explained? There was stuff went from Moncton properly way
billed and charged. 1 do not know what it was. It was mostly bread and meat, and
things like that.

751. If anybody charged that any of the table linen or crockery or cutlery went
from Moncton would that be correct or not?  Well, I do not know about that. I do
not know whether it did or not.

752. Supposing anybody charged that some of the crockery or table linen or
cutlery went from the refreshment room ? You mean Government property. I thought
you meant was bought in Moncton. There was nothing went to my knowledge.

By Mr. Bowell :

753. Does the Government own the table linen or crockery or cutlery at Moncton ?
No, they do not.

By Mr. Davies:

764. Who does own the supplies for the refreshment room ai Moncton station ?
I do not know, George R. Sangster is the man who runs it. )

%55. Did any goods come from the Government sapplies at Moncton to this hotel
at Inch Arran? ~None, that I know of, my instructions were that none should go.

756. You believe not. So far as your information and knowledge goes, you
state that it is not so? Certainly. I have no reason to believe that it was.

757, Do you know whether any of the paints or oils were taken from the Inter-
colonial Railway stores? Will you state positively that that was not done? Of
course, I do not handle them all, I did not see all the paints and oils that went into
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that building, but to the best of my knowledge and belief, nothing was ever taken
belonging to the railway into the building, and I do not believe that anything did go
into the building.

By Mr. McLelan :

758. Have you three buildings st Dalhousie, governwent buildings, that require
inspection ? The station house, and there was the freight shed and wharf building
there at that time.

769. Who was the inspector there? There was & resident inspector on the
wharf, and Mr, Hilison inspected the siation and freight shed.

By Mr. Davies :

760. What salary is Mr. Grant receiving? $100 a month,

761. The same as Mr, Hillson ? 1 did not say that.

762. 1 thought you said he was getting $1;,200 ? I said I thought Mr. Hillson's
salary was $1,200 a year.

763. But you told me that Hillson's salary was $1,200 a year ? I said that to the
best of my knowledze and belief that was his salary.

764. To the best of your knowledge and belief, $100 a month ? To the best of
my knowledge.

765. Then, Mr. Hillson is getting the same salary as Mr. Grant? No, I did
not say that. I do not know that he is,

766. There is no difference? There is this difference that I did not say it.

667. You say that one gets $100 a month and the other $1,200 a year. There
is no difference ? There is this difference. I said that Mr. Grant gets $100 a month
and I say this absolutely, because I know it; and I say, that to the best of my know-
ledge, Mr. Hillson gets $1,200 a year.

Mr. Bowell.—Mr. Hillson says he gets $1,300 a year.
Mr. Pottinger.—If you wish I will alter it now.

By Mr. Wood ( Westmoreland) :

768. Did I understand you that Mr, MeLeod was station master at Dalhousie ?
Yes, station master at Dalhousie.

769, When did he leave there? About the 15th of April. He writes from Boston
on the 156th April, and he left, I should think, about the 15th of April.

770. Was that in 1884 ? No, this year, 1886.

By Mr. Bowell :

771. There was a proposition, Mr, Pottinger, to build a hotel at Carlton some
time ago? Yes, at Carlton, on the north shore of the Baie des Chaleurs.

772. What I wish to ask you is whether certain concessions were not offered to
the parties who were about to build that hotel, similar concessions to those given in
this instance? Yes, the same concessions were given. Mr. Richard proposed putting
up the hotel at Carlton, and he was told he would have the same concessions, and a
rebate of freight on his furniture brought down was given him, even though he did
not complete his original scheme, He bought some houses and used them.

By Mr. Davies:

773. You had no interest in this matter ? You were simply acting as agent for
Mr. Schreiber ? I had not a single cent in it excepting the general interest of the
railway in it for traffic.

774. You acted frequently for Mr. Schreiber, and not as a paid official? You
acted as his agent merely as a matter of friendship ? For friendship, and in the
interest of the railway. '

By Mr. Costigan :
775. It was stated that it had been a long time before that that Mr. Grant had

been employed by the Government, Do you not recollect him being employed before
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that on the Baie des Chaleur Railway and on the Dalhousie Branch surveying the
location ? He was employed on the Baie des Chaleurs Branch, but I think if was
not by the company.

776. And not on the Dalhousie branch ? T!do not think he was employed on
the Dalhousie branch that I remember. He may have surveyed it though.

By Mr. McLelan :

777. Have you any other open accounts along the line, of companies or individu-
als ? We have some.

778. Are there other cases of delays in closing them up ? There are cases of
that kind.

779. Then this delay was not exceptional, not wholly exceptional ? No.

CuaarLes T. Hinnson called and examined.
By Mr. Davies :

780. You are the inspector of buildings on the Intercolonial Railway ? Yes.

781. When were you appointed ? In 1878, I think.

782. Salary ? The amount of salary ?

783. Yes. My salary was $75 a month then, but it is now $108.33 a month.

784. I want you to speak with reference to the Dalhousie investigation. When
did you go there ? You know the Inch Arraan Hotel ? I do.

7¢56. When did you first go to inspect the construction of that building ? I can-
not ray that ever [ went there particularly at any time to inspect the Inch Arran
Hotel. I was at Dualhousie at the time of the construction of the branch and the
buildings and wharf, almost every week, and at different times I went down to this
hotel.

786. Had you received any instructions from any of your superior officers to
attend to the construction of that hotel ? After Mrs. Grant had commenced the
house—she commenced the house, I think, in 1883—in 1884, after she had com-
menced the house, she made a contract with Rhodes and Currie—at least 1 intro-
duced her at Amherst to Rbodes & Currie—and she made a contract with them to
complete the house, and Mr. Schreiber, as I understood from hef at the time, was
advancing her some 84,000 or $5,010 to complete the house. Rhodex & Carrie would
not take her fur the amount, and Mr. Schreiber paid the amount to Rhodes & Currie.

787. What amount to Rhodes and Currie? The amount of their contract.
$4,000 or $5,000. $3,500 I think 1t was. Mr. Pottinger asked me when I was there
to take a run down to the house and see if the work was being carried out right, and
I did.

788. Then it was under Mr. Pottinger’s instructions that you saw the work was
carried out right? Yes. .

789. Who were the contractors for the construction of it ? Rhodes, Currie & Co.

790. I thought they were merely the parties from whom the timber was bought?
No, they were the contractors,

791. And you saw that the work was carried out right? In other words, you
inspected it on the instructions of Mr. Pottinger ? Hach time I used to run down
there. In fact, later on I made the hotel my headqaarters. My wife and daughter
stayed at the hotel in 1884 and 1885, and instead of going home I remained there.

792. How long would you be there at a time during these inspection trips ? Well,
I might be there half an hour after my own work was done at the station or the
wharf, or whenever I went to see after my owa business I might drive or walk down
there and stay an hour or half an hour. .

793. You just embraced the occasion ? Just in that way. At the same time I
Was inspecting timber. We got a large amount of cedar timber on Eel River.

794. We will get some evidence of the length of time afterwards. Daring the
construction of the hotel you just gave as much time to the inspestionas you thought
necessary and no more? 1 gave just as much time as I told you. After my work
was done, unless I went there, [ would be %(.)zing nothing at the hotel I was stopping at.
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795. Now then, will you kindly explain. This Rhodes, Currie & Co.. the contrac-
tors for the construction of this building, living in Amherst, brought their stuff from
Amherst? Yes, much of it.

796, How was it that go much was consigned to you ? To my knowledge there
was but one thing consigned to me in 1884. Neither to my knowledge or at my
suggestion was there anything sent to me in 1885, until this affair came out when [
knew it was. I gave no orders whatever, but Rhodes & Currie consigned agood deal
of stuff for repairs along the road, which, when they consigned it, if L had ordered
the stuff was consigned to me for the repairs on the different stations.

797. Well, I see in this case they sent part of it “I. C. R. care of C. T. Hilson,
part of it C. T. Hilson free,” and then “C. T. Hilson ” direct, marked “ free.” These
are the only way bills produced. The goods were sent by James Caird in the first
place, the next Rhodes Currie & Co., the next sender is Clark, then the rest is 1.C.R.
without number, 2,000 lbs. weight. I just take them as Mr. Bruce the auditor pro-
duced them here the other day—and the consignee I. C. R. care C. T. Hilson. They
all appear to be to Mr C.T. Hilson? Well, as I told you I do not know anything
about it. I never gave any orders for this stuff to be consigned to me. If Rhodes
& Currie sent it to me they sent it on their own responsibility.

By Mr. Tupper -

798. Had they any other contract there? No, notat Dalhousie. They had con~
tracts on the road all the time.

By Mr. Davies :

799. They had no other contracts than this? Not at Dalhousie.

800. They had a large contract at St. Jobn ? Yes, they had the station at St.
John, the general offices at Moncton and quite a number of buildings.

801, How would these things be obtained when they came to the place if the
consignee did not know anything about it? On starting in 1883 to complete their
contract which they had to complete, there were some little repairs made on the
house that year. That work they did by day, They sent the stuff up there as I say,
I did not know they billed it to me in any way, but they did the work by the day
and consigned the material to the railway or to me.

802. Then you were aware of that fact? I am aware of it now, but I was not
at the time.

* 803, Can you explain why you imagine they did it? I am aware cf it because
McLeod, the station agent, explained to me that there was some stuff came for me.
I said, “ it is not for me.” He said, *“ what about the freight ?” I said, “you keep
account, I am going home,” I said *Rhodes & Currie. (I knew it was their stuff
going down to the house) have consigned it to me. You keep account of the freight
and send it to Mr, Taylor and Mr. Pottinger and they will settle with you when
ﬁhid?:i & Currie have finished the contract.”” That is the only time I ever spoke to

cLeod.

804. That was the goods that came in 1885 ? In 1885—yes.

805. Well, after you told McLeod that he would understand that the rest which
came would bave to be delivered at Dalhousie? Certainly.

b.HSOb'. So that 88 a matter of fact you knew all about it? He never presented me
a bill.

807. But the first bill? The first bill that came he interviewed me on it. I told
him this, that if anything came over the line, no matter who it came for, and was
sent by Rhodes, Cnrrie & Co for this house, to keep an account of the amount, that
is if the freight were not paid upon it,

808. Aud you told him to keep the account ? Yes.

809. You knew at once it was for the house, and that others would follow?
Certainly ; 1 knew it was for repairs.
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810. Then when the first consignment was made in 1885, you were informed by
the station master when it came to your care and you told him it was for the house ?
And to deliver it to the house.

811. You did not pay any attention to the payment of the freight? You merely
told McLeod about it? Yes, Sir.

812. And this is the man who has left there? Yes.

813. And you cannot get him? I think you can.

814, Where is he now? I think he writes from Boston? Yes.

815, Then you had some further connection with the house, than simply inspec-
tor of it, during its construction.  After its completion I understand you had some-
thing to do with its management? No, I had not.

816. What had you to do? Well, at the time that Mrs. Grant failed in keeping
the house, when the place was full, T was stopping there with my wife and daughter,
and the people were grumbling frightfully at the way the house was run and blam-
ing the Intercolonial Railway which we supposed at the time had nothing to do
with it. Every year I got leave of absence for two weeks from the road. I can go
where I choose. I got that leave of absence from Mr. Pottinger, in writing, and I
spent two weeks there which is the only time that I ever spent there.

817, What were you doing there during those two weeks? I was out boating
and fishing.

818. Weli, I was not asking you about that? I answer you becanre you asked me,

819, I ask you if you had anything to do with the management of the hotel, and
to tell me that you were out boating and fishing is mere trifling ? If you had waited
until I had finished I would have told you all that I did through the day. I assisted
until the manager came, for three days, in getting food and provisions for the house.
1 would go up to Haddow’s or Labillois and buy stuff for the house.

820. You bought stuff for the house for three whole days; you are quite sure you
were three whole days ? I told you I was there for two whole weeks,

821, Then the boating and fishing was thrown in for the purpose of amusement ?
Amusement for myself, of course.

822, The boating and fishing had a great deal to do with the hotel? It hasa
great deal to do with it. .

822, Then for that fortnight you say——? I stopped there all the time.

824. You stopped there all the time, and you bought for the hotel all that was
required ? No, not all; I say I bought some things.

825. And generally managed, [ suppose? Well, I don't know.

826. Who did, if you did not? Well, Mrs, Grant was still there.

827. Was she manager at this time? She was,

828. What were you doing? 1 was assisting her, for the benefit of the Inter-
colonial Railway, for this reason: that the people had come over the road from
Toronto, Montreal, and all over the country, and they were going on frightfully
about the management of the house, and it was my interest to assist them all I could.

829. Had you anything to do with it subsequently ? No.

830. After Mrs, Grant handed it over to Mr., Schreiber? No, not from the
moment the new manager came, which, as I tell you, was within three or four days.

831. You can give no idea of the length of time you were inspecting that hotel,
a8 it was at different intervals; you kept no memorandum of it? No, I kept no
Mmemorandum of it.

832, Were you present when Mrs Grant handed over the hotel ? Yes.

833. Mr. Harrison was there? Yes. . .

834. Did you see the writing Mr. Harrison gave her? No, I did not see it. I
8aw the agreement Harrison drew out about the transfer of the property to Mr.
Schreiber from Mrs. Grant,

835. Did you pay any of the bills? Yes. .

836. How many of the bills did you pay? I cannot tell you exactly now, bat it
was quite a large amount. 39
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837, Quite a large amount means anything or nothing? Woell, it means say
$1,000. That is quite a large amount,

By Mr. Bowell :
838. Do you mean accounts agaiust the Inch Arran Hotel ? Yes.
By Mr. Davies :

839. Accounts against the Inch Arran Hotel paid by you, you taking the
receipts and forwarding them to Mr. Pottinger ? Yes.

840. Where did you get the money ? From Mr. Pottinger.

841. He forwarded you so much money to pay the bills? Yes.

842, And you paid them? At different times, if I was going to St. John or
other places, and there were bills due, he gave me the money to pay them.

843, Were you urging Mrs. Grant to give up the hotel? No, not urging.

844. Well, urging may be too strong an expression ? I advised her.

845. Was she insisting upon her husband getting employment on the Intercolo-
nial Railway ? Not at that time.

£46. At what time did she? She never did to me. She had frequently been
wanting employment for her hushand. She never approached me about it, however,
as I suppose she knew I had no authority in any way.

847. Did she ask anybody else that you knew of ? 1 only know from the report
I heard.

848. Do you know anything about some lumber coming down from Eddy’s mills
or am I wrongly informed on that point ? You are wrongly informed altogether,
There was no such lumber. The ouly thing I ever heard about Eddy’s mills was
when she came down to Ambherst and I introduced her to Rhodes and Currie. She
gave me a list of Eddy’s prices for sashes and doors, but to my knowledge there never
wag one dollar’s worth of lumber came from here. I know there was not.

849, It came from Rbodes and Currie ? Yes, with the exception of that which
came from George Moffat, which she had paid the vear before. -

850. Who is George Moffat ? Where is his place ? He lives at Dalhousie. He
runs a mill there,

851. Whose bills did you pay ? I think I paid the bill of the Oxford Manufac-
turing Company, one that | remember very distinctly about, for furniture which she
had bought, and which Schreiber paid tor afterwards. I also paid one in St. John, to
afirm there, for furniture supplied.

852, What was the firm ? White, I think, but I really forget now. I also paid
Mr. Haddow a bill, and Mr. Labillois a bill. That is about all.

853. You were not present when Mis. Grant and Mr. Harrison made the agree-
ment together ? I was there mostly all the time when the arrangement was made
between Harrison and Mrs. Grant.

854. Do I uuderstand you to deny or affirm that Mrs. Grant did insist upon her
husband getting employment, as a consideration for giving up the hotel ? I heard
nothing of the kind with the exception of what I told you, that Harrison said : Mrs.
Grant wanted employment for her husband if she signed this agreement,

855. It was from Harrison that you heard it ? It was from Harrison that I got
it, but I did vot see any paper. I understand Harrison gave her a letter saying that
her husband would get employment, but 1 never saw it.

By Mr, McLelan :

856. Did any railway material go into the construction of this house? Not one
dollar’s worth. I swear that positively. '
H. E. Forsou, called and examined :—
By Mr. Mc Lelan :
857. You are connected with some railway? Yes, with the Connecticut and

Passumpsic Railway of Vermont and part of Canada.
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858. In what capacity ? As general superintendent.

859. Have you had any conunection with the construction or management of
hotels in connection with your railway? Yes, Sir; our company built a hotel at
Newport, on Liake Memphremagog, quite a large hotel of 250 rooms, which they
operated themselves till 1880, and then sold it. 1t was run two years by the parties
who bought it, when the company bought it back again, and they have ran it ever
since.

860. What was the object in building that hotel? State in goneral terms for the
information of the committee? It was to encourage passenger traffic to this lake,
Lake Memphremagoy, during the summer season.

861, Was it a8 a commercial speculation in connection with the railway, or was
it for the benefit of the road ? For the benefit of the road, to increase the traffic.

862. Not as a commercial speculation in itself? Not as a profit on the hotel
directly.

863. Did it have the effect of increasing the traffic that yon intended ? Yes, Sir,

very largely.
' 864. Do you think it is in the interests of railroads generally to encourage the
building of hotels along the line for summer travel ? Yes, if the line hus natural
advantages which a hotel will bring out—that a hotel will allow to be made use of
like these lakes and the White Mountains.

865. Then it was built entirely by the railway company? Entirely.

866. In the interest of the road ? Yes,

By Mr. Wood ( Westmoreland) :
86'7. How many months do you keep the hotel spen ?  Four months.

863. The season is about the same as on the S:. Lawrence, very nearly?  Per-
haps a littie bit longer.

By Mr. McLelan :

869. You say that it passed out of the company’s hands afterwards ?  Yes, Sir.

870. Did you give the new company any special arrangement? Yes, Sir; free
transportation for the employees of the hotel, and free transportation for lumber used
in repairs or for new furniture.

By Mr, Bowell :
871. Free freight and free fares 7 Yes, Sir.

By Mr. Davies :
872 That was part of your bargain in the sale of the hotel to them? Yes, Sir.

By Mr. Wood :

873. What was the custom with regard to the servants? Tbat included the
servants,

874. Do you do that with all the summer hotels? Not with all. There are
two other hotels on the line that we do that for, The White M: untains hotels are
ot upon our line, but the New York travel goes over our route to the White Moun-
tains, and the employees of these hotels we carry at balf the regular fare and the
material for building in the same way, half rate.

By Mr. McLelan :
875. That is, for those hotels you carry at half rate? Yes, but they are not on
our line,
876. Those on your line you carry free ? Yes.
877. And you Dever had any interest in these hotels ? None, whatever, except

to carry passengers there. .
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By Mr. Davies : )

878. Do you mean for all the hotels on your line you carry free ? No, only for
the summer hotels.

879. How many are there that you earry free for? Three. I may say that we
formerly carried, up to 1882, the servaunts and all the employees of the White Moun.
tains hotels, large hotels of over 200 guests, free; but, in 1882, we cut it off and
reduced it to one-half.

By Mr. McLelan :

880. They are not solely dependent on your line? Oh, no, Sir; they are off our
line, but a great deal of their traffic goes over our line.

881. But for the hotels on your line you carry free? Yes, Sir, the servants and
the material for construction.

882, s your road owned by a private company? Yes, Sir, Boston men.

883. It is entirely a private enterprise ? It is a corporation.

884. It is not a State corporation? No, Sir, :

885. And you do this entirely in the interests of the road ? Yes.

886. And with the knowledge of the company and the stockholders ? Yes, Sir;
with the instructions of the directors, who represent the stockholders, of course.

By Mr. Colby :

887. What is the usage in New Hngland in regard to that? You are familiar
with the New England and New York roads? I think we adopt their policy so far
a8 I know, [ know that the Boston and Lowell Railway, who have more to do with
the travel on the White Mountains system, as they control the large hotels, give free
passage for employees of the hotels, but not for boarding houses, and free transporta-
ti:)n for lumber for building the hotels and adding to them, and for furniture to equip
them.

888. Was it well understood by the directors and stockholders of your corporation
that this Memphremagog house could, by no possibility, pay as a hotel? I think it
was by the directors, but [ cannot say as to the stockholders exactly.

889. But, in connection with the railway, have the incidental advantages been
favorable or unfavorable? They have been favorable.

890. Although the hotel, as a hotel, has been a losing concern? Yes, it has
never paid yet.

Georce Happow, called and examined :—
By Mr. Davies :

891. You reside at Dalhousie ? Yes.

892, Do youn remember the construction of the Inch Arran Hotel ? I remember
when it was started.

893. Who was it started by ? Mrs. Grant.

894. Unpder what circumstances ? I know a number of railway officials came to
Dalhousie some time before she came there; it was some time in the fall of 1882 or
early in 1883. She came herselfin 1883 and said she was going to start a hotel down
on the point of land owned by Hon. William Hamilton, for which she said the Minister
of Railways had promised her a grant of money. When she came and got credit
from myself and Others it was on the distinet understanding that she was to get the
grant.
895. You heard afterwards that the Minister did not see his way clear to do that?
I did not eay the Minister did not see his way clear to do it.

896. Well, we know that so far as the house was concerned no vote was given !
She told me Mr. Archibald was coming there to make an inventory, and as a matter
of fact, be did come. .

897. Mr. Archibald is a railway official ? Yes.

898, What office does he hold ? Chief engineer.
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899. What did hedo? He went round about the premises,

By Mr. Tupper :

900. Did Mrs. Grant show you any letter from the Minister of Railways to cor-
roborate her statement? No, Sir.
901. She just told you she had his promise ? Yes.

By Mr. Wood :

902, And that is the only evidence you had of it ? No, in the winter of that year
she had to call a meeting of her creditors. She had her attorney from St. John, Mr,
J. G. Forbes, with her, and they both stated that she had had this promise from the
Minister. It was stated that the Minister was ou his way from England to Ottawa,
and that if the creditors would consent she would go to Ottawa to see him again abouat
the promise he had made. Mr. Forbas said he had personal knowledge of the fact
there had been such a promise. We all believed them, and consented that Mrs.
Grant should visit Ottawa.

By Mr. Davies :

903. She came to Ottawa? Yes.

904. Do you know that during the comstruction of that hotel, Intercolonial
Railway officials had anything to do with it? I know that Mr, Hilson had to do
with it.

905. What had he to do with it? You lived there; just state the extent of your
knowledge of his connection with the hotel? I know that the first year Mrs. Grant
was thery we supplied her with morethan we should have done. When in 1884 she
came for more supplies, I told her I could not supply her with anything more except
on Mr. Hilson’s order. I went out to see Mr. Hilson. He asked me what she was
getting.

906. This was when? July, 1884.

907. Well, in that month you went to see Mr. Hilson about the desirability of
your giving supplies to Mrs, Grant? Yes; and he came to see them. He said * you
can give her these ; but do not give her anything more, for I will not be accountable
for anything more.” That was on 11th July. There was $20 worth that day. On
the 12th she got $50 worth, On the 14th she got $12 worth. On the 31st July,
Mr. Hilson himself bonght a number of things: mattresses, cotton, tickings, hinges.

908. These were supplied for the house? Yes; and he paid me himself for the
whole of them, some time afterwards. The bill was $129.47. (See Exhibit Y.)

909. All the supplies you furnished in that year were bought by Hilson ? All
I supplied after that time,

910. Do you know anything about the surrender of the hotel to Mrs. Grant ?
I went to the records and saw there was a memorandum of agreement and a grant
claim deed.

911. When did Mrs. Grant give up to Mr. Schreiber ? That would be at the
date of this grant claim deed, 25th July, 1884,

912. Did you see the agreement which Mr. Harrison signed to Mis. Grant,
spoken of by Mr. Pottinger? Yes; I saw a paper signed by Mr. Harrison in which
he said Mr, Grant was to receive temporary employment for the present and per-
manent employment if possible.

By Mr. Tupyer :

913. How long ago was it that you saw it? Very soon after it was written, in
1884 .
914, How long after it was written was it that youread it? I only read it once.
915. You could not testify on oath to the contents of a document you ouly read
once, and that in 1884 ? I would give you on oath the pith of the matier contained
in the document. It was very important to me and to all our Dalhousie people.
4
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By Mr. McLelan :
916. Was there & stipulation in it that ¢ ifshe would give up the hotel ?”” No, Sir.
By Mr. Bowell :

917. Do I understand Mr. Haddow to refer to the agreement made for the sale
of the hotel, or to another letter to Mrs. Grant, by Mr. Harrison, promising a situa-
tion ? What I refer to is a letter written by Mr. Harrison.

. By Mr. Davies ;
918. Gontemporaneous with the agreement ? I think so.
By Mr. Bowell ;

919. Was it at the same time ? I could not swear that it was written at the
same time.

By Mr. Davies :

920. Were they the same date ? The substance of the letter, not the date, was
of importance to me.

By Mr. McLelan ;

921. Was it signed by Mr. Harrison as attorney for some one? I cannot tell.
The initials of Mr. Harrisou were there.

922. Did he sign as attorney ? No, Sir, my recollection is that the paper was
not signed in that way.

923. He signed in his own individual name ? Yes.

By Mr. Davies :

924. Do you know M. L, B. Harrison? Not personally. I knew he was in the
town. In small places we always know when strangers come.

By Mr. Farrow :

925. Do you knuw what the hotel cost in the first place? Do you mean
before Mr Schreiber got it ?

926. Yes; I could help to a solution of that question if the Chairman would
permit me. Here is a statement 1endered by Mrs, Grant, which was presented o
the meeting, o1 $3,736.94.

By Mr. Tupper :

927. Does that include the amount due you? Yes.

928. You pressed Mr. Schreiber to pay that? Never.,

929. You pressed Mr. Hilson to pay ? I do not remember that I did.

430. You do not remember that you did not ? I do not remember but that I may
have asked him whether he would pay. In fact Mr. Hilson said he was & stock-
holder in it ; that he had stock in it to the extent of $100 and that Mr. Pottinger had
stock too.

931. When did he muke that statement? It was in the spring of 1884. He may
have been ‘“gassing ” with me.

¥32. Do you know whether it was in joke or in earnest? I do not know. I
thooght at the time he wanted me to believe it.

933. You would not say it was serious; Mr, Hilson says he never said anything
of the kind? I can tell him the circumstances; it was standing down near Delan-
ey’s hotel.

By Mr. Davies :

934. Who else did he say had stock in it? Mr. Archibald and Mr. Pottinger.
He said, “1 have stock in it myself to the extent of $100.”

By Mr. McLelan :

935. Had you any stock in it? No, Sir.
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By Mr. Wood ;

936. Was it considered that Mr. Schreiber got a good bargain when he bought
the property ? I do not know that I can answer that very well. I would not like to
give an expression of opinion about that. I have heard that Mr. Schreiber bas said
he would sell it out for just what he gave for it.

By Mr. Tupper ;

937. Will you deny that on more than one occasion you asked Mr. Hilson to get
Mr. Schreiber to pay your bill ? I do not think I asked him to do it.

938, Will you deny that you have asked him to get your bill paid ? I will posi-
tively deny that I ever asked him to get my bill paid.

9s9. Had you any conversation with him about it? Yes, I had, so frequently
was he there, and so frequently did he talk about it.

940, You had several conversations with Mr, Hilson, and you cannot tell what
the purport of those conversations was? Well, they would not be to ask him to pay
the bill; T knew Mr. Hilson could not pay the bili.

941. And after thinking over it you still say you did not ask him to induce any
one to pay your bill? Yes, I will say that. I will add that I have talked to him
about the wrong of keeping so many of us out of our money.

942. Whom did you think ought to pay it? I want to know if you thought Mr.
Schreiber should have paid it? My opinion, and the opinion of most of the people of
Dalhousie, is that the Government should have paid it

By Mr. Davies :

943. Why ? I 4o not say we did so rightly; but we all believed it was Govern-
ment property.

By Mr. Tupper :

944. You have been here during the whole of this investigation ? Most of it.

945. And do you still retain the opinion that the Government owns that hotel ?
If I must answer that question I will say I have not heard anything to change my
mind on that point.

By Mr. Davies:

946. Have you any other statement to make? Did Mrs. Grant say she had
this document or that she insisted upon getting it before she gave up the hotel?
After I heard she had given up the hotel, I went down to see her about my account.
She told me what she had done and she said, 1 have succeeded in getting work for
Mr. Grant ; come in,” and she took me into a room and showed me the document to
which I have referred.

By Mr. McLelan :

947. Were there many people stopping at this hotel last year? Yes, a good
many,
y5)48. Did they bring a great deal of traffic to the railroad and of trade to the
village? The hotel is a benefit both to the railroad and to Dalhousie. .

949, That idea that it belonged to the Government grew out of the advantage it
was to the railroad, I suppose? Mrs. Grant created the impression first. ]

950. And then it was strengthened by the fact that it wasa benefit to the railroad,
was it not ? I have to make some other statements here. .

951. Make any statement you have to make? It was strengthened by this fact,
that individuals in our town have been told by o:r representative that their bills
would be paid.

By Mr. Tupper -
952. That is not to your knowledge? If you doubt me, send for A. G. Wallace

and Edward Gordon.
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By Mr. MecLelan :

953. A number of the bills have been paid by some person or other; the whole
of the bills contracted by Mrs. Grant are not unpaid ? 1 have heard of Mr. Labillois
being paid. I think he had Mr. Grant in prison, and he was paid in order that he
might get out.

954. And you think the hotel is a benefit to the road ? A great advantage to
the road and to the place,

955. And with the exception of the $300, yoa were pleased to see it there?
Quite pleased. I would be pleased to see two or three more.

By Mr, Davies :

956. Is the bulk of the bills incurred by Mrs. Grant paid? No.

957. What proportion are unpaid ? Of course I could not tell.

958. I think you said there was a statement submitted by her to her creditors?
I would venture to say that twenty per cent. has not been paid.

By Mr. Wood :

959. Do you think the hotel pays? I cannot tell that. Mr. Schreiber can tell
you better than I can,

960. You might give your judgment about it ? It only rans for about two
months.

By Mr Tupper ;

961. Referring to what Mr. McLelan spoke to you about; you said it was an
advantage to the place to have that hotel there; I suppose you would have favored
the original scheme of the Government bailding the hotel ? If I had been a repre-
sentative ?

962. Or a8 a merchant? You want to know if I would as the supporter of &
party, go in for the building of hotels ?

963. You heard a gentleman who is the superintendent of a private road, saying
that they adopted the plan of building hotels, in order to attract passengers over the
road ; would you approve of the policy of the Government building a hotel at Dal-
bousie for the same purpose ? Are you putting that to me as a Dalhousie man ? I
involves the general principle of building hotels all along the road.

964. What do you think of Dalhousie; are you in favor of building hotels
there 7 I would be in favor of building other hotels there also.

965. You think it benefits the road ? There are hotel keepers there who say it
injures them.

966. Do you think it is an advantage to theroad? Of course.

967. Do you think the Government ought to build them ? I would rather that
you would not put that question to me.

C. T. HivsoN recslled and further examined :—

By Mr. Tupper :

968. You heard Mr. Haddow make a statement that you told him you were 4
stockbolder in the Inch Arran Hotel, and that Mr. Archibald and Mr, Pottinger
were stockholders ? I have some recollection of the conversation. It was in this
way : Mr. Haddow repeatedly talked to me about Mrs. Grant’s old bill. I said t0
him, ¢ Mrs. Grant owes me nearly as much as she owes you; she has $100 or $200
of my money.” I deny that Isaid I had stock in the hotel.

Mr. Haddow.—It may have been in that way that Mr. Hilson meant that he had
stock in the hotel.

By Mr. Davies :

969. Did you make the contracts for the ice for the hotel ? When ?
970, This autumn, this spring ? No. Yes, in one way. Mr. Stewart sent by
me at one time when I was at Dalhousie this fall, letters to Mr. Pottinger giving him
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the amount he could fill the ice house and cut the wood, as he did not &1l the ice
house last year, but he cut the wood. He sent the letters by me to Mr. Pottinger
and I gave them to Mr. Pottinger. I made no agreement because I could not.

By Mr. McLelan :

971. You carried his tender ? I took his tender to Mr. Pottinger and T think
Mr. Pottinger answered bim, because I know he filled the ice house and supplied the
wood.

Mg, PormiNGER recalled and further examined :—
By Mr. Davies :

972. Will you state whether you give the same terms to the hotel at Shediac as
you give to the Inch Arran House? Not to the hotel at Shediac; that is a hotel
which is open ail the year round. They have made an addition to the house in which
they take summer travellers; but they keep open all the year round. They have
never asked for the terms.

973. Are there any other hotels to which you give such terms? Cacouna, and
the one at Carlton. It is for summer hotels that the arrangement is made, not for
hotels that are open all the year round.

974. When was that hotel at Cacouna opened ? I do not know, it was before the
line was opened there.

CoLLINGWO00D SCHREIBER, called and examined ;—

By Mr. Bowell :

975. Yon heard a statement made by Mr. Haddow that Mrs. Grant told him that
she had been promised aid trom the Minister of Railways, and also his statement that
Jas. G, Forbes had personal knowledge of the promise made by the Minister to Mrs.
Grant; have you any knowledge of any promise made by him ? I think I was at
every interview she had with Sir Charles and he certainly made no such promise.
She wrote him on the subject and I replied for him in this way: (See Exhibit Z.)

The committee then adjourned.

OTTAWA, 19th May, 1885,
Pablic Accounts Committee met—Mr. Rykert in the Chair.
Mr. C. H. Tupper, M.P,, read the following :—
(Telegrams and letter.) Orrawa, 12th May, 1886,
To James G. Forees, Barrister, St. John, N.B,

Haddow states that you informed & meeting of Mrs. Grant’s creditors you had
personal knowledge that Sir Charles promised Government would pay for construc-
tion of Inch Arran. Is this correct ?

CHARLES H, TUPPER.

(From St. Jokn, N.B.) 12th May, 1886.

Haddow states what is absolutely false. I'never at any time had a word of
conversation with Sir Charles on the subject, and it was long after meeting of credi-
}ors I visited Ottawa. If necessary will go to Ottawa and contradict him on oath.

brand Hadd liar.
om A J. 6. FORBES.

St. JonN, N.B., 12th May, 1886.

My DEar Tupper,—I received your telegram and at once replied to same. At
meeling of creditors referred to, the name of Sir Charles was never mentioned. I
advised the creditors to have patience with Mrs. Grant, and I would go in her interest
and endeavor to get assistance from Schreiber for her, or in some other way render
her assistance. What I did say was that if they discharged Mr. Grant from custody
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where he then was I would use my influence to get Grant appointed to some position
on railroad, and in connection with this I pointed out to creditors the folly of keep-
ing him in gaol in Dalhousie. So far as Inch Arran is concerned, I may say [ never
knew of any connection whatever between the Government and it. [ simply acted
in Mrs. Grant's interest, and never had any interview with Mr. Schreiber or any
member of the Government in her interest in regard to Inch Arran. I am astounded
at the impudence of Haddow in making this charge ont of whole cloth., [fsubpened
I will procecd to Ottawa at an hour's notice and testify these statements are abso.
Intely false and without any foundation. In haste,
J. G. FORBES.

Mrs, PETER GRANT, called and examined :—
By Mr. Davies :

976. You have been summoned as a witness in this enquiry we are making
about the Inch Arran Hotel. You have not been very well? No, I caught cold
coming up. I had a gumboil and some other things.

977. Were you the original proprietor of the hotel ? Yes.

978. Will you tell the committee under what circumstances you built the hotel ?
There is very little to tell about it. I thought I was going to make a little living
for myself. It was a private affair. I do not think the committee should enquire
into my private business very particularly. Nobody helped me to build the hotel. I
did it with my own private means, and I object to the jurisdiction of these gentlemen
enquiring into what is purely and simply a private affair of my own.

979. 1 hope they will not interfere? So far as it is consistent with my right as
a private citizen I will be happy to answer them, but 1 object to the jurisdiction of
there gentlemen enquiring into my private affairs.

980. It is ultra vires. I suppose you wish that filed as a protest? Yes, I enter
that as a protest before I answer any further question.

981, I wanted to ask whether you had any hope of obtaining, or any reason to
hope you would obtain, any assistance from the officials in that matter? I am sorry
to say, Sir, that I know the people and politicians of Canada too well to found any-
thing on their promises.

982, How is it you come to entertain such a bad opinion about the promises of
politicians? Have they broken any of these promises to you? Practical experience,
but not in connection with Inch Arran, remember.

983. Then the promises were kept in that regard ? I did not say so.

984. Were they broken? That is my private business.

985. Then you refuse to answer? 1 do not refuse to answer, but I object to the
jurisdiction. 1 object to be questioned on what I consider private business, The
Government and no official ever contributed one dollar directly or indirectly.

9¢6. Were you promised any assistance? No, I do not think I was. They
always said they were willing to do it, but they could not do it. There was a tech-
nical difficulty in the way. Sir Charles Tupper was quite willing, but he could not
get it passed through the Council; consequently there never was one dollar paid or

romised to me in writing. I am not learned enough in your legislative laws to say
what was the difficulty, but there was a difficulty.

937. To what extent did the verbal promise go? I never had a verbal promise;
not & distinct one, ’

988, Not a distinct one? No.

989. What was the nature of the promise ? I often asked them for help. There
was no promise whatever. They distinctly refused, and said they could not do it.

990. Why should you ack them for help for y ur private hotel? Why should
not I ask for help any more than a member of Parliament. Everybody who knows
anything about Canada knows that anybody who comes here wants help.

991, In asking for Government aid for your private hotel you thought you were
only asking in accordance with the custom of the country? Yes,
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992. Had you reason to believe that help would be given to you? I had not.

993. Did you write, asking for it ? No, Sir. I do all my business of that kind
verbally, so that there is no record.

924. Then, you did not get any letter in reply to any letter you wrote asking
for help? Yes, the Minister wrote me a letter saying he could not.

995. But you said you did not write ? Not directly ; but it was written, and he
wrote back through Mr. Schreiber. .

996. You say not directly ; but then who did write it? Other people may
have written it. :

997. Who wrote it? Sir Charles did not inform me who wrote it. :

998, And you say you did not write asking for aid ? Not directly. If I write
& private letter to a private friend I do not see what that has to do with the matter.

999. Did you write to Sir Charler Tupper ? 1 have written to him several times
in connection with the hotel.

1000. Did you write him asking for aid for the hotel? The inference was that
if anything could be done, as he had said, it would be done, but you see it never was
done, consequently, I did not get any aseistance. I do notthink any gentleman here
has power to enquire into my private basiness.

1001. Mr. Schreiber puts in a letter written on the 11th December, 1883, saying :
“ Dear Mr. Grant, in reply to your letter of the 9th ult., addresssd to Sir Charles
Tupper, I am to repeat what the honorable minister has told you on several occasions,
that he regrets it is not in his power to grant you any pecuniary aid in the construo-
tion of the hotel at Dalhousie.” So that you had written ? 1t is three or four years
ago, and the plans were here. I know Sir Charles a little. I had an introduction to
him, We sugmitted the plans to him for approval, becaunse it was more than an
ordinary undertaking.

1002, Who drew the plans for you? My husband.

1003. Did Sir Charles approve of them? No more than you would have, if I
had submitted them to you as a private friend.

1004. Did he, as a matter of fact, or did he not? No, he did not, as & matter of
fact, if you come down to a fine legal point,

1005. 1 just waut the facts. Did he or did he not? He did not give me any
1eason to know whether he did or not. I just left them in the office. I had no
conversation with him about them. I just showed them to him as a matter of
friendship—not as & Minister, but as a matter of friendship. He knew it was a
thing I was going into myself.

1006, When you called back for them, did you bear what he thought of them?
No, I did not exchange words with the secretary. The parcel was left for me, and I
took it and left.

1007. Who superintended the construction of thejhotel? At what time do you
mean ?

1008. Any time at all? I had nothing whatever to do with the superintending
Oll‘);che construction. I had a personal loan from Mr. Schreiber, and I know nothing
apout it,

1009. Who superintended the construction of the hotel before you sold out to
Mr. Schreiber ? In what year do you mean?

1010. I do not know the year?  Oh, well, you ought to be better posted before
asking that question. . )

1011. It is because I do not know, that I am asking you? In the little I did
myself in 1883, it was a common foreman from Dalhousie who superintended it.

.. 1012, Did Mr. Hilson superintend it? He was round there often, bat I bave no
idea what his duties were.

1013. What was his work ? T had other work to do than to know what he was

oing. He belongs to the Department, and the people who are there are capable of
giving you the information, and not me, Ihad my house and my children to look
after, and I had nothing to do with what he did or where he went.
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1014. How long was Mr. Hilson there, off and on? I do not know anything at
all about it.

1015. But you can tell me that? If you apply to Mr. Charles Moffatt, the hotel
keeper with whom he boarded, he can tell you how long he was there. .

1016. But you can give me an idea? No, I cannot.

1017. Was he there all summer, six months or three months? I cannot say. I
am not Mr, Hilson’s keeper.

1018. But you were there? I was there in a separate house altogether. I did
pot keep any track of Mr. Hilson. He was there, off and on, a good deal.

1919. How long—one summer, or two summers ? One summer.

1020. Pretty nearly all the summer? No; he was there off and on.

1021, Every day ? Not every day.

1022. Who were the men employed under him? Rhodes, Currie & Co., of
Amberst, did the work.

1023. You say he was there pretty well all summer? I did not say anything of
]tyl[xeﬁ‘kind; but he was there pretty often. You can ascertain how long from Mr,

offatt.

1024. But Mr, Moffatt cannot tell me any be:ter than you can; what you don't
know about Dalhousie is not worth knowing? He can tell you. I don’t keep track
of Mr. Moffatt’s boarders,

1025. When you gold, you sold out to Mr. Schreiber ? ~Yes.

1026. Had you been running the hotel up to the time you sold out ? Yes.

1027. Had you sole control of it up to that time; had you any assistance in
running it? What do you mean by that ?

1028. Any assistance from any of the Government officials? Not any assistance
from Government officials. There was a clerk in the house.

1029. Who was that? George Sangster,

1030. Who was he? He keeps the restaurant at Moncton. He was sent over to
help me to open the books, and in keeping the house,

1031. Who sent him? Mr, Hilson brought him there and introduced him to
me. He was paid no salary—as the man to open the books and assist me in keeping
the house.

1032. He was paid no salary by you ? No, Sir. It was a distinct understanding
that he was to be paid no salary.

1033. Afterwards you sold to Mr, Schreiber ? Yes.

1034. Did Mr. Hilson himself devote any time to the management of this hotel?
‘When do you mean ?

1033. Any time; I did rnot limit it? Notin my time. I managed my own
house myself.

1036. But after your time ? I know nothing about that; I left the place.

1037. During the time you were there nobody interfered with your business?
No, I managed my own house.

1038. You sold out to Mr, Schreiber for a certain amount of money ? Yes.

1039. Who were the lawyers who drew the document? Mr. Harrison, of St. John.

1040. Did you leave the place at the time? Well, about a week after I think.
I have no proper record of the time, but I was only there a foew days afterwards. I
left the province, so that I have no information about the house after Mr, Schreiber
got it.
1041. Did you get any agreement from Mr. Harrison that your husband would
be employed on the Intercolonial Railway if you sold the hotel to Mr. Schreiber.

(Question objected to by Mr. Tupper.)

1042, As a matter of fact you got a document from Mr, Harrison? Yes, I got 2
document from Mr. Harrison.

1043. With reference to your husband and his employment ? Yes."

1044. Did you get a document signed by Mr, Harrison? Now, a8 regards my
husband’s employment and what he does, he is employed by the Department of Rail-
ways and Canals. ‘
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By the Chairman :

1045. That is not an answer to the question you are asked? I will answer the
question bye-and-by. My hushand is capable of giving the reason why, without
bringing a man’s wife here to answer the question, and that is the reason why I
object to answering that question in toto. I object to being brought here to answer
that question and will not answer any question in regard to it. Others have the
evidence to be given besides me.

By Mr. Davies :

1046. Who can give the evidence? Hon. Mr.Pope, or those who ropresent him,
who employ my husband, are perfectly capable, I think, of giving the reason why
they employ & servant.

1047. We were asking about an agreement Mr. Harrison signed for you; have
you that agreement ? I appeal from that question,

By the Chairman :
1048. Have you the agreement with you? I suppose it could be found.
By Mr. Davies :

1049. Where is it ? I could not exactly tell you where it is.

1050. You will bring it here? If you will wait. I think it comes from Moncton.
I will see if it can be produced. I have not it with me.

1051. You have that document with you in Ottawa? No, I have not it.

1052. Did you bring the document with you to Ottawa ? ~Have you any right
to ask that question?

1053. Yes; aud if you have the docnment you must produce it? I suppose it
can be produced.

1054. Will you produce it? If the law compels me to produce it I will produce
it; if you have a right to order me to produce it I will produce it; but I object.

By the Chairman :

1055. Have you the agreement in the city ; if you have you must produce it ?
I'think it is a very unfair position for a woman to be put in. It shows very little
honor or manhood among the legislators of Canada to put a woman in such a position,
I object to produce any evidence about my husband’s position. You can commit me
to prison if you choose. .

1058. You prefer the dungeon to giving evidence? Yes, I prefer the prison to
stating anything about my husband’s position. He never got a dollar from the
Government that he did not give ample value for.

1057. Then rather than produce this docament you will take any consequence
that will follow? No, but I say I object to produce it. ] .

1058. I don’t want to know what you object to. Will you produce it? Ijwill
not give any evidence about my husband at all. .

1059. Were you advised not to produce that document? No, I was not advised.
Iam acting upon my own responsibility entirely ; I am not in the habit of consulting
people as to what I should do. . .

1060. Do you deny to me that you consulted people in this matter, in the face of
What I know? You can know what you please, I have not consulted aunybody
directly in this matter at all.

1061. Will you say that you did not consult any person? Notas to what I was
to say. I made up my own mind on that subject.

- 1062, Or as to what you were to do? Yes, and as tq what I am to do.

1063, Did you consult anybody in regard to that? I do not think that you have
any right to ask me my private business at all. . . ¢

1064. Do you think you are serving your own interests or the interest of any-
body else by withholding the document? That is my business.
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By Mr. White (Cardwell) :
1065. Were you advised by any person to withhold this document ? No, I am
not aware that anybody in Ottawa knew that I had it.
1066. Nobody advised you not to produce it? No.

By Mr. Mulock :
1067. Have you that document in your pocket now ? No, Sir,

By the Chairman :

1068. I think you should produce it? It is notin my possession, it is not in my
custody and it is a fundamental principle in English law that no wife can be arraigned
against her husband. On that principle I protest against your interference. I will
not produce it, I will go to prison first,

By Mr. Davies :

1069. You must answer this question or I must ask that your refusal be reported
to the House? All right, 1 am quite willing to abide by the voice of the House of
Commons; I am willing to abide by the vote of the House of Commons.

1070. Did you bring that document with you to Ottawa? I appeal against that
question. The document relates to my husband.

1071, Did you bring that document, signed by Mr. Harrison and delivered to
you at the time you gave over the hotel to Mr. Schreiber, to Ottawa ? I brought
the document to Ottawa, It is not in my possession.

1072. Whose possession is it in? 1 decline to answer that question. It is
enough for you to know it is in Ottawa.

By the Chairman ;

10%3. I thiok you should answer that question? If I produce the document it
is of very little importance in whose possession it is now.

1074. That is the reason why you should produce. You will only create a sus-
picion by refusing to produce it? Thereis not much in the document.

By Mr, Davies ;

1075. In whose possession is it? I left it with a private friend.

1076. How long would it take you to get it? When do you meet next? It
would take me & long time, unless you could wait until to-morrow.

1077. We intend to have a meeting to-morrow morning. You had better bring
the document then ? At what hour?

1088. At 10.30.

By Mr. McLelan ;

1079. You have been asked if you had been advised since you came here ? Have
you had any interview with Mr. Schreiber ? No, Sir. I did not see Mr. Schreiber
until I shook hands with him to-day in the committee room.

The Committee then adjourned.

Orrawa, 20th May.
Mrs. PeTER GRANT, called and further examined :—
By Mr. Davies:

1080. You were to produce this morning, Mrs, Grant, the document referred to
yesterday ? Yes ; this is it.

Mrs. Helen G. Grant :

Drar Mapau,~—1It is the intention of the Railway Department to employ Mr
Grant at once temporarily, to be followed as soon as practicable, with permanent
employment at a suitable remuneration,

L. R. HARRISON.

Davrovsik, 28th July, 1884.
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1081. This was given to you at the time you passed the hotel over to Mr. Schrei-
ber ? It was. It was the result of three years’ lobbying in the House of Commons.

1082, 1t is dated 28th July, 1884? Yes, Sir.

1083, That is the time you sold the hotel to Mr. Schreiber? Yes.

1084. Did you insist upon getting this document before giving up possession?
It was given to me by Mr. Harrison ; I do not know how much my insisting would
have had any effect.

1085. Did you insist? I did not say that I insisted. But my husband was idle
at the time, and it was part and parcel. Mr. Schreiber knew very well that the hotel
was all I had to support my family at the time; and it was done as a personal thing
for me.

1086. It was part and parcel of what? Nothing; you asked me if I got the
document —

1087. Was it part and parcel of your agreement ? The only objection I had to
giving up the hotel was that I would be thrown out on the world with my children
who were too young to labor.

1088, I am not blaming you at all? Well, y: u know all about the whole thing.

1089, Idonot? Oh yes, youdo. Ihave been dragged here; and now I just
have a few words to say about my hushand. I protest against the Government or
the representatives of the Government having to apologize to the people of Canada
or the House of Commons, for the Railway Department employing Peter Grant as
engineer. My husband, I am prepared to say, may have equals as an engineer, but
he certainly has few superiors in Canada. Mr, Sandford Fleming, Mr. Marcus Smith
snd Mr. Walter Shaniy whose words stand so high in Canada will bear me out in
in this. I do not think it is necessary that the Government should apologize for
employing my husband.

1090. Certainly not? Well, he has just one failing.

1091, Oh, we do not want to know his failings ? But I will tell you that his one
failing is the practical adherence —— o

1092. We really do not want to enquire into his failings? His failing is his
practical adherence to the ten commandments and his belief in them.

1093. That is his failing ; I am sorry 1interrupted you? Yes; and it has barred
him more than anything else. .

1094, He is quite a model man then ? So far as the country is concerned he
certainly®is ; anything else is my business.

1095. It is ‘well to have him there then ; his influence upon the other employees
will be worth his salary ; do I understand you to say that you would not give up the
]llx()te} unless you got employment for your husband? I got that when I sold the

otel.

1096. But you would not sell the hotel without it? I did not say that ; and it
is not a fact anyway. . ) .

1097, You say you did not say that; would you have given up possession of that
hotel if you had nof got that document or employment for your husband? Yes;
and other conditions. .

1098. What other conditions ? That is my private business; and I object to
that question. I will not answer it. You have asked what you like and I will give
You no more. ]

1099. Was that a condition of your giving up the hotel? Did not you tell me
that it was yourself ? hi

1100. Was it & condition of your giving up the hotel that you should have this
agreement ? 1t was talked of at the time, But then, there is Do legal document.
If they choose to dispute it, it is not worth ihat. )

1101. Was it a condition of your giving up the hotel? I am not going w?answer
any more questions. You huve the docum;mtﬁ?uﬂ V{hat more can you have

1102, You must answer that question ell, 1 won't

1103. And you will not tell 13:110 any more about it ? 1 think that you are ask-

ing questions that you know all about. 53
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1104. I know a great deal, but I want the Committee to know ? The House and
Committee can find out what they want, I have lived too long in Ottawa not to
know what they can find out if they want.

1105, Will you leave the document? The document is not much worth; but I
want to keep it as a souvenir.

By Mr. Bowell :

1106. Did you have any negotiations with Mr. Schreiber in reference to the
hotel ? No, Sir. I did not see Mr, Schreiber for long after.
1107. Did be make any promise to you at that time? None, whatever.

By Mr. McLelan :

1108, Had Mr, Grant been in the Government employ before? Since ever he
came to Canada, with some short intermissions.

1109, Give the date when he commenced ? 1869.

1110. What work was he on? He was on the Intercolonial. He was eight
years at Metapedia. He was most of the time at Metapedia on Sections 19, 18 and 17.

1111. As an engineer ? As an engineer,

1112, Can you say what his salary was then ? He had the ordinary salary of a
division engineer, $166 and some odd cents—what the odd cents were for I do not
know—a month; and at certain times he superintended some extra work for which
he got some $30 or $40.

1113. He was paid some $2,000 a year ? 82,600 for a considerable time.

1114, What is he receiving now ? $100 a month.

1115. That is about half he received during the eight or ten years he was
employed before ? Yes; and about half what he is worth.

By Mr. Mulock :

1116. What position did he hold when he drew $2,000 a year? He was divi-
sion engineer at Metapedia on sections 19, 18 and 17. ‘
1117, Was the road constructed then ? No, Sir; my husband was on the Inter-
colonial at its commencement, and he was the last man to leave the work.
1118, When did he leave? In September, 1876.
1119. And when was he taken on again? He was employed on and off.
1120. I mean, when, under the agreement with Mr. Harrison, did he get on
again? In July; but he was off and on several times before that,
. 1121. He was not permanently on ? There is no engineer permanently on.
1122, Since that agreement he has been on without interruption ? Yes,
1123. They have lived up to the agreement all right ? Yes.
1124. When did he go in under that ? On the 1st August, under that agreement,
1125. And he has been in the employment of the Government since then with-
out interruption? Yes. -~
1126, He is not doing the same sort of work that he was doing when the road
was under construction ? He is in the office at Moncton. He goes out when neces-
g For instance, he staked out the Pictou branch. I was with him there.
1127. Well, the Government has not any big railways on hand just now ? No;
only scraps.

By Mr. McLelan :

1128. He was on the survey of the Pictou branch? He was staking off the
Pictou branch lately.

1129. He is employed in the office at Moncton. Yes, and we reside at Moncton
for the present.

1130. And he goes out under orders ? Under orders. He is under Mr. Peter
Archibsld.

1131. There are other engineers employed on the staff at Moncton ? Yes; there
is a regular staff there.
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1132. He is not the only engineer there? No, Sir.
CoLLINGW0O0D SOHREIBER called :—
By Mr. Bowell ;

1133. You have heard Mrs. Grant's evidence, and you have heard the letter
signed by Mr. Harrison. Did you give any authority to Mr. Harrison or to Mr.
Pottinger, who negotiated this purchase for you, to make any promise in connection
with the matter for the appointment of anyone ? None whatever.

1134. Had you any knowledge of it? I knew nothing whatever of it until I
heard that there was such a thing afterwards.

By Mr. Davies:

1135. What did you pay Mrs. Grant for the hotel, Mr. Schreiber? I paid a
number of liabilities of hers. Under the agreemeut I think I paid—well, if it is
important I can let you know exactly, but I really cannot remember now.

1136. Give it to me approximately ? Was it two, three, four or five thousand
dollars ? I think the hotel and furniture cost something like——

1137. Four thousand dollars ? More than that. I had a mortgage upon it for
$4,000, and then after that I paid her liabilities, I think it amounted, in all, to about
$10,000.

1138, You had advanced her the money originally to build it, and you took a
mortgage for the first advance? I took a mortgage.

1139. And then afterwards what did you pay her? I paid her a thousand dol-
lars in cash and the balance of her liabilities.

1140. The liabilities and the thousand dollars would make five thousand, I sup-
pose? I think that with the liabilities I paid altogether $10,000.

By Mr. Bowell :

1141. When you purchased that hotel did you go into it asa commercial spec-
ulation? No, I did not expect to hold it. I took it over so as to get it into the
hands of some one who could run it well. I offered it for sale at the same price that
I gave for it. I told Mr, Pottinger—although I knew I was not liable for the debts
of Mrs, Grant—that if he could get enough to cover them, to pay them, for I did not
want to make anything out of it; I was not liable for them whatever.

1142. You bought it more in the interests of the railway than as a private spec-
ulation ? I did it merely for that. I was foolish to do it, but I did it,

1143. And you instructed Mr. Pottinger to offer it for sale? I did, yes.

By Mr. Davies:

1144. Has it been advertised ? No. .

1145, Do you know whether Mr, Pottinger ever offered it to anybody? - Yes,
we negotiated with several people.

1146. And did not come to anything? No.

By Mr. Mulock :

1147. If you bought it in the interest of the railway, who would get the profits
out of it? I 'would have got the profits if there had been any.

By Mr. Davies :

1148. Mr. Pottinger acted as your agent? He did.

1149. And the ho%el was doing very well last season? It was full last year all
the time. In the hands of a regular hotel keeper it would be a very good thing ; but
it is not any profit to me.

By Mr. McLelan :

1150. It was stated yesterday that the restaurant keeper at Moneton lent you an
officer to help at the hotel? He was not ;BGovernment offfcer.
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By Mr. Davies :

1151, How is it that he went to work for nothing for Mrs. Grant? I could not
tell that. I was never at the hotel except on three different Sundays.

By Mr. Mulock :

1152. How long did he remain there? I do not know, I have no idea. I think
it must have been several weeks.

1153, He has not an office under Government ? No, we have nothing whatever
to do with him.

1154, What about the officer who audited accounts there ? Mr. Robinson is agent
at Montreal. He gave some evidence about being there ; but I know no more than
that he gave that evidence.

1165, Do you know how he came to go down there? I do not.

By Mr. McLelan :

1156, Mrs. Grant says you have a number of engineers on the staff; how many
have you? The number is not always the same. o have at the present time, I
think, four. It depends upon the work we are carrying on in the construction of
branches and so on.

1157, The ordinary staff would be three or four? The ordinary staff is three.

1168, Then if Mi. Grant were not employed you would have to have some one
else there in his place ? Is he there idle? 1t he were not employed there would be
some other engineer in his place.

By Mr. Davies :

1159. You only believe that, or do you know it to be a matter of fact? I know
it. I know what he is engaged upon. I know there would have to be an engineer
for those works,

1160. Is he receiving more salary than the others or any more than his attain-
ments would warraut? There are none receiving less than he, but two, I think, are
receiving more. Mr, Mackenzie receives $1,400.

1161, He is a good engineer and understands his business having been on the
Intercolonial before? He understands his business very well.

By Mr. Davies :

1162. Why was not he employed before if he is such a good man ? I think he
was in the employ of the Canadian Pacific Railway. Judge Clark I know engaged
him up here on a statement of the Canadian Pacific Railway claims, and I am aware
that Judge Clark complimented him apon his work.

1163. You do not know what he was doing imwmediately before he was engaged ;
Mrs. Grant said they were poor and that it he did not get work she did not know
how they were to live? He was on the Bay of Chaleurs Railway, 1 think, before
this for a year.

By Mr. McLelan :
1164. That was under & company ? Yes.
By Mr. Davies :

1165. But the Government was building the road ? The Government made the
surveys,

By Mr. McLelan :
1166. Did he make the survey for the Government ? He was engaged upon that
in connection with the right of way—staking out the right of way.
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EXHIBIT A.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

LOCAL BOOK TICKET.

NOT 600D FOR PASSAGE.

S ———

M. 3550.

POINTE LEVIS

TO

DALHOUSIE, and Return.

First Class, 8 N,

"IVIDHIS

Agent will fill in destination on the stub ticket
and Check Coupom with ink, stamp the date on
the back of each coup>yn, and return this Stub
with his Monthly Report.

On the reverse side is the Company’s stamp, as follows : ‘‘ Interco lonial Railway, G. W.
gobms?’n, Eastern Agent, Montreal; June 1, 1885." And written across: “ Acc’t Inch Arran
ouse.

The above is one of the nineteen tickets laid before Committee.
very much alike, only one is printed.

EXHIBIT B.
Specimen of Monthly Return.

As all were

RerurN of Tickets sold at Montreal, month ending 31st July, 1885.

’ Olass.

517

)
L.
o R s
Stations. G§3~ Gb}?:' Issued. | Rate.| Amount. gﬁ m]f:::;. Mileags.
$ cts. $ cts.

Pointe Lévis to Newcastle.......| 3,607 770 2| 412 824
do Dalhousie.. ......... 8 6 80 2| 320 640
do Cacouna ....eeesss. 9 2 60 2; 122 244

- 10 voreers sasens | corsnssesfoeunse soeraneer conees
do Dalhousie ..cves vesess 8 6 80 2| 320 840
do Cacouna ..... . 9 0].. 2 60 2| 122 244
do Halifax ....... 20 1l.. 14 20 2 678 1,356
do Newcastle..cui cense- 1 2 8 60 2| 412 824
do Charlo .....ccceereeee 2 3 7 00 2| 324 648
do Dalhousie ... . .o 3 -} - do 6 80 2f 320 640
do Ste. Anne...oeieeee- 4 B ... s do 190 2 3 146
do Jacquet River ..... 5 6|Cancelled | ......... reennavener | sreserene | seeveene revees ssees
do St. John.cueer o raeens 6 T]ivenes eoseasass | eoroosese 12 55 3| 680 ,160
do St. Alexander .. 7 8|. 2 40 2f 104 208
Jdo Halifax ...... ceeeeee. 8 9] e corvarenes | neeen oo 16 50 2 878 1,356
do Dalhousie ....oeeses. 9 30|Inch Arran *Nil. 2( 320 640
do Halifax coeeer ceverenes 30 2]ieenes seveccsns 16 5O 33 00 4 6178 2,712
do Jacquet River ...... 2 5|Mon. sp. ex. 7 20 21 60 6| 339 3,034
do Cedar Hall......... 5 6] .eueerere vrnens | reurenen 8 30 3| 236 472
do Cacouna ....... 8 7| . revnarens 3 60 2| 122 234
do Jacquet Ri 7 8luecuesiorscrnes | rvrans 7 20 3l 339 678
do  Halifax .ccververuenne 8 ] [ESSNP 16 50 2| 678 1,356
do Dalbousie .......ceess 9 43|Act. Inch Arran | *Nil. 8] 3200 2,660
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‘ReTUBN of Tickets sold at Montreal, month ending 31st July, 1886— Continued.

. a
@ [-33 s
2 Stations. %’;’1' Cngs. Issued. [jRate. | Amonunt. Ea mlzllg; Mileage.
8 . X s .
§ cts $ cts.
L B |Pointé Levis to Shubenacadie . 43 4] corerne snnves [ senanneen 20 30 2] 638 1,276
do Dalbousie ....-... 4 T]Act. Inch [Arran| *Nil. 6] 320 1,920
do N. D. du Portage 7 <] SRR eseeses 2 40 2 110 220
do Little Métis ......| 3,648| 3,649]... o ceveres 5 05 2| 209 418
B B (Moncton to St. JORD vu.vs woceosess| 1,133] 1,136 .crerennne.| 3 30 9 90 6| 89 53¢
¢ |Pointe Levis to Rimouski and
Rimouski to Riviére du Loup 8 | [T D, 5 40 b] I 248
¢ |Moncton to St. JOID ..cee: vessreene 7 41| eeirrenninnns| 3 30 13 20 8 89 712
# Riviere du Loup t0 Métis.eiersee| 1,141} 1,142] .covorrenveres]venronne 419 2 93 186
C 8 |Pointe Lévis to Rimouski... we.. 2 Tl veenssenennenn | 4 40 22 00 10 182 1,820
L do [ [ 7 wee| 220 6 80 6 182 1,092
“ do [+ 1 R 10 1] eecenses corses| sanessant 4 40 2 182 364
¢ do St. John. ..eeienrieeen 1 2|Cancelled |......... cresssanevenons | ranes
o do [+ 1+ RN 2 4.veees coeoneees| 12 B 25 12 4 580 2,320
AB do Charlo ....c.ceuscaseer 6 9l. 31 35 [ 324/ 1,944
do [+ 1 SO 9 10 5 23 2 324 648
do Dalhousie.....cceerane 10 1. 975 2 320 640
do Ste. Helene ........ 1 2|. 2 00 2 95 190
do Moncton ..... 2 3 14 00 2 490 980
do Oausapscal 3 4. 8 80 2{ 2567 614
do Isle Verte.. 4 5|.c.. . 4 65 2| 133 266
do do . ] B].eeevereerannea| 3 B8O 15 20 8 133 1,064
do do . 9 20| cevreesearer | conne 4 65 2 133 266
do Dalhousie «..ccucveee 20 2eeerreneiannn| 975 19 50 4] 320 1,280
do Newcastle...eeaean 2 ] RN F 13 00 21 412 824
do Chatham...... 3 4], . 13 80 2 437 854
do St. Frangois. 4 5 100 2 29 58
do Jacquet River ...... 5 7 22 00 4 339 1,356
do Métapedia.......ceeen 7 30f . 29 10 6] 292 1,752
do St. John ...uee «aeee. 30 1 . . 18 75 2 580 1,160
do Dalhousie .......eeees 1 3|.. ceneerseen] 976 19 50 4| 320 1,280
do d 3 Buervererswnner| 4 8T 9 75 4 320 1,280
do 5 (] I S 9 70 2 292 584
do 6 | R P, 4 65 2 133 266
do 7 8| . . 2!  580f 1,160
do 8 41 6 320 1,920
do 41 4i.. 6 320 1,920
do 4 8. 4 €78 2,712
do 6 8 4 339 1,356
do 8 9 al e8| 1,356
do Oampbellto! 9 50].. 2| 305 616
do Dalhousie . 50/ 3 6] 3200 1,920
do do 3 4f, 2l 320 640
do do 4 6], 4 320 1,280
do do o rererenee 6 7. 2 320 640
do N. D. du Portage. 7 9. 4/ 110 440
do HalifaX ... ccceeeeer 9 60].. 2] 618 1,356
do QOampbellton . ...... 60 Iy. 3| 305 610
do Dallousie .......eese. 1 3.. 4 320 1,280
do Métapedis .. .ccoonenee 63 64 2| 292 5
223{cereeeee| 57,726
*8ee June Report.
EXHIBIT C.

No. 57868.]
TaE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
GENERAL PaBSENGER AND TIOKET AGENT's OFFICE,
Moxcron, N.B,, 8th September, 1884.

Dear Sir,—This will be your authority to auditor for freereport of the following
tickets, Liocal Book No. 2,983, Point Lévis to Dalhousie and return; L. B. Nos. 1469
b8
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to 1462 (4), Point Lévis to Dalhousie; L. B. 1464, Point Lévis to Dalh 1
ticket No. 291, Dalhousie to Point Lévis. vis 1o Dalhousio; aleo

Yours truly,
A. BUSBY, General Passenger Agent.

Gzeo. W. Rominson, Esq,,
Agent Intercolonial Railway, Montreal.

EXHIBIT D.
GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY ISSUE.

Form. Nos. Class. From. To. Rate. Account.
9465 6856 (2nd ........ Montreal..... Point Levis. |Half ..... St. George’s Society.
3006 1542-562 |Return.....] do ...... do o[ Nilaenes Inch Arran House.
3006 1574 do ...| do ... do ...|Nil....... do

3006 1601 do ...] do ... do wo | NIl caneeas do

3006 1883 do ...[ do ... do we|Nil s ieenns do

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY ISSUE.

Point Levis. [St. John......|Half.. ...|St. George’s Society.
do  ...|Halifax......|$9.36. ..|Lytell Opera Company.
do d seesr | 9.36.... do

Local book..] 1028-9
do | 2216-T
do | 22236

do | 2236-43 do ceene]| 9.36.... do

do . 2281 do Dulhouaxe ..| 3.40....|Mr. Hogan.

do | 3547 do wl| do . Nil ....... Inch Arrnn House.
do  ..| 3549-56 do .| do ... Nil. ..... do

do .| 3560 do .| do ... Nil ... do

do .| 3689 do .. do ... Nil....... do

do .| 3606 do w} do . Nil...ooet do

M=a. Bruce.—Pls. accept this report of tickets for the present.
A. Bussy, 7-14-85.

Pay 4 fare. D.P. 11-7-85.
EXHIBIT E.

Mzwno. of Special Tickets issued at Montreal Agency during July, 1885.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY ISSUE.

Form. Nos. Class. From. To. Account. Rate.

.|Point Levis. {Dalhousie ...|Inch Arran House,.... v eesnrreneen [ NiL

do do o do
do .. do «..|Montreal Star o
do  ..|Riv.duLoupfAllan Line ........ R 2.40.
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GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY ISSUE.

3006 1766 Return ....[Montreal ....|Point Levis.|Inch Arran House ..........cceene . | Nil,
3006 1841 do ... do ... do [ do seseresssonnee svenes |Nils
3008 1861-3 do ... do ... do do e e v soreren - |Nil.
3006 1871 do | do ... do do .|Nil.
3006 18834 do ...... do ... do .o do [P woee |NiLL
946 1746 186 cveersonne| A0 wees do ...|Sleeping Oar Porter .....cco. .ecue. Nil.

G. W. ROBINSON,
M. Bruce.—Please accept Mr. Robinson’s report of these tickets, as per this
memo. for the present.
A. Buspy, 9-5-85.

EXHIBIT F.
No. 4077.]
INTERCOLONTIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL PASSENGER AGENT,
Moncron, N.B.,, 6th Oct., 1884.

Dear Sir,—Re yours of 2nd October, and authority to issue tickets to Dalhousie
at half rates on account of the Inch Arran House, if you will send me the account for
the tickets, I will have the money remitted you.

Yours truly,

GEo. Rozrinson, Esq., A, BUSBY, General Passenger Agent.
Agent Intercolonial Railway, Montreal.
EXHIBIT G.

Inch Arran House, Dalhousie, N.B,, to Montreal Agency, I.C.R. Dr,, for tickets
supplied servants, as under,

S —

No. of Tickets. o

Q
Issue. |Form.|————| & From To Rate.| Amount.

Com- . =

mencing| C108in8 S
$ cts.
G.T.R. 916 | 1294 1 |Montreal ......... Point Lévis and return... 2 50
do . 3006 | 1542 1 do  ceeeenens do 2 60
do 3006 1544 9 [T S, do 22 50
do ... 3006 1574 1 do  ceernenn do 2 50
do ... 3006 | 1601 1 do e _— do . 2 50
do ...... 3006 | 1683 1 [+ 1 S do 2 50
do ... 3006 | 1796 1 .1 S do 2 50
do .....| 3008 1841 1 do S do 2 50
do ......| 3006 | 1861 3 do  eeeenes do . 7 50
do .....| 3006 | 1871 1 . [ J—— do 2 50
...... 3008 | 1883 2 A0 cversens do 6 00
1.C.R...... L.B....| 3547 1 |Point Lévig......|Dalhousie and return ...|.. 4 88
do ......ido ..| 3549 8 do ... do 39 04
do ... do ...| 3560 1 do do . 488
do .../ do ..| 3589 1 do do . 4 88
do ... do ...| 3606 1 do e do 4 88
a6 ... do ...| 8629 1 do .o do 488
do ....[do ..| 3639 1 do ... do 4 88
do  wene. do ...| 3640 3 do do 14 64
do ... do ...| 3644 3 do rense do - 14 64
— —
152 60

G. W. ROBINSON.
60
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EXHIBIT H.

25th November, 1885.

DrAr Sir,—In accordance with your letter of 23rd instant, I enclose account for
tickets issued during the past season to servants of Inch Arran House.

You mention that chief superintendeut agrees to accept same rates as for other
hotels, and as the Grand Trunk Railway Company, presumably with your consent,
ticketed servants of St. Lawrence Hall, Cacouna, at half the return fare, viz,, $4.13
each, I have accordingly made out the account on same conditions.

As before advised you, I arrauged with Mr, Edgar, G.T.R,, to accept as their
company’s proportion $2.50 each. (Servants’ return tickets, account Inch Arran
House.

) . Yours truly,

G. W. ROBINSON, Eastern F. and P. Agent,

A. BusBy, Esq., General P. and F. Agent, I.C. R., Moncton, N. B,

EXHIBIT 1.
No. ] ' [Form No. 15.
INnTERCOLONIAL RatLway, CasHIER's ‘OFFIOE, 4th December, 1885,
Received from the station master at Montreal station the sum of $152.60 for

account T, Williams,
C. D. THOMPSON, Cashier.

EXHIBIT J.

InTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
OFFICE oF THE GENERAL PABSENGER AND TICKE? AGENT,
Moncrun, N. B., 231d November, 1885.

DEear Sir,— Re tickets supplied servants of Inch Arran Houase last summer, chief
superintendent has decided that we will accept for above same rates as other hotels,
viz,, half local first class fare.

Auditor has been advised that you will report these tickets at above rates.

Please send me an account for any tickets supplied servants of Inch Arran
House, when money for same will be sent you.

Yours truly,
A. BUSBY, ¢.P. 4.
G. W. Rosinson, Agent I.C.R.,, Montreal.

EXHIBIT K.

MemMorANDUM showing the value of Tickets sold to Dalhousie Station, for the months
as undermentioned, for the Years 1883, 1884 and 1885.

1883, 1884. 1885.
$ cts. $ ects. $ cta.
LT NSRRI S | (-1 T 1 [ 1L nsppam 254 71 [JUDE ceeereens cornss renene 652 30
TUYF e verren e rverene 381 16 [JULY -veeoreseonsressrones 893 11 |JulY covrervvomnansorsonens| 1,496 82
ANgust ...\ creseren 210 50 886 83
Totals ..., T68 B [oversssesssenssenersenne 1,641 66 |cvvnscsnnsssossenres e 3,036 €5

Avuprr Orricx, 1.C.R,,
Monoron, 26th April, 1886.61
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EXHIBIT M.

(Telegram.)
MoncTon, 14th September, 1885,
J. McLEop, Dalhousie,—

. Do Rhodes & Currie owe you anything? Were the materials they brought up
this year for improvements at Inch Arran congigned to them or to whom, and wore
they way-billed, prepaid, or to pay ?

D. POTTINGER.

EXHIBIT N.
14th September, 1885,

DEar Sir,—1I presume all the freight that came to the Inch Arran House or for
use there, was properly way-billed and charged; if not let me know, so that it may
be properly charged. See that no materials have come consigned to C. T, Hilson,
free of charge.

I have telegraphed you to-day, asking if Rhodes, Currie & Co. owe any bill for
freight, and if this freight came properly way-billed, and whether prepaid or to pay.

Ansgwer this to-morrow, as 1 leave for the west Tuesday night,

Yours truly,
D. POTTINZER.
J. McLEop, Hsq;, station master, Dalhousie.

EXHIBIT O.
Form No. 94.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

14ih September, 1886.

By Telegram from Dalhousie to D." Pottinger ;==

Rhodes and Currie do not owe me anything; most of the material came on
memo. bills to C. T. Hilson. There is a small balance due me by Wm, Watson, who
put water pipes in at Inch Arran House, and C. T. Hilson owes me a small balance

on goods, &c., that came to him for Inch Arran House.
. J. 1. MoLEOD.

EXHIBIT P.

Form No. 92,
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.
DavaoUsIE STaTION, 15th September, 1885,

Dzar Ste,—In reply to your letter of 14th instant, I beg to say that all goods
and supplies for Inch Arran House were way-billed properly and charges collected,
except some material that came in the spring for repairs to the hotel. Some of that
was received on a memo. bill for C. T. Hilson, and some lime came sddressed, P.8.
Archibald. Rhodes, Currey & Co. paid all their freight bills. Mr. Roderique paid
all freight bills on goods consigned to him or Inch Arran House. There isa small
balance due me from C. T. Hilson on freight consigned to him for use of Inch Arran,
and Wm, Watson, who put in water pipes at the hotel, owes me a small balance.
That is all that is owing to me on any freight, &c., arriving for use of Inch Arran.

The material that came on memo. bills will not be very large amount.
Yours truly,
J. 1. McLEQOD.

D. Porringer, Chief Superintendent Intet30010nial Railway, Moncton.
6
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EXHIBIT Q.

16th September, 1885,

DEaR Sir,—1 have your telegram of September 14th. Have a statement pre-
pared and send it to Mr. Taylor at Moncton, of the materials consigned to C.T.
Hilson on Memo. Bills, as all the materials sent for the Inch Arran House should
have been charged.

You must be sure that you omit nothing. Send also to Mr. Taylor a copy of C.
T. Hilson’s account, which you say is owing.

Send him also & copy of Watson’s account.

Yours truly,
D. POTTINGER.
J. McLeobp, Esq., Station Master, Dalhousie.

EXHIBIT R.

INTEROOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
OFFICE oF THE CHIEF SUPERINTENDENT,
MonoTon, N.B., 17th September, 1885.

Dear Sir,—Referring to your letter of the 15th inst., be good enough to let me
have the particulars of the amounts outstanding against C. T. Hilson and William
Watson.

Yours truly,
D. POTTINGER, Chief Superintendent.
Per A.J. M.
Mr. J. I. MoLEobp, Station Master, Dalhousie,

EXHIBIT 8.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY,
DaLHOUSIE STATION, 15th October, 1885,

DEaR Sig,—As requested by the chief superintendent, in his letter of 17th Sep-
tember, inclose you original memos., bills for lumber, &ec., that come here to C. f
Hilson, and used for repairs on Inch Arran Hotel. The shipments are mostly from
Amherst. 1 also send you copies of way bill for a balance due me by C. T. Hilson
and Wm. Watson for freight on material for Inch Arran Hotel. I paid this amount
to the railway myself thinking to get it back from Mr. Hilson, but have not yet
received it. You will know whether«.Amherst or Dalhousie should make up freight
charges on attached memos.

Yours truly,
J. I. McLEOD.
GEo. TayLor, Esq. .
EXHIBIT T,
Form No. 93.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY,

Davnousik Sration, 14th April, 1886.

J. R. Bruce :—

I will report myself in your office Thursday.
J. I. McLEOD.
237 p. m.
' 64
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EXHIBIT U.

Bosron, 16th April, 1886,

DEAr Sir,—You will, no_doubt, think very strange that I have not reported
myself at your office as promised in my telegram of 14th. When I sent that tele-
gram I intended to leave by No. 34 train that same night, but there was something
happened that changed my mind.

I will explain, but I doubt if you will believe me, but as God is my judge, it is
true, You see, when I left Moncton I went down the bay as far as Newport. I got
bill of lading from Robin & Co., Paspebiac, for the two cars flour, that we wanted.
At Newport, I found that the car flour that was consigned Newport, had been landed
at Cape Cove, to Robin & Co’s agent, but I could not get there on account of the
river'’s breaking up. The six cars that is entered on April “freight in store,” were
delivered as follows (as near as I can remember) : The one charged $100 to Oaptain
J. Leblanc, Carleton; one $89.10 to C. H. LaBillois, Dalhousie; two $81.25 landed at
North Richmond, one of them to Campbell, the other to W, H, Waison, they appear
on agent’s manifest, but car numbers not given, The purser took up all bills of lad-
ing himself and posted the agents who to delivar to. I got receipts for many of the
amounts and some bills of lading for small amounts. I got some bills of lading and
receipts from R. Fair and others. When I came home I made up my report, and put all
the bills of lading, receipts and other notes in one package, and put them in my sat-
chel. Well, on Wednesday my wife was packing up to go to Sussex, as I intended
leaving the road as soon as I got this steamer business fixed up and go to Sussex to go
into business with my wife’s father. Well, as I said, my wife was packing up, she took
the valise to put some things in and put this package of papers on the table, when one
of the childreu got hold of it and put it in the stove, Now, it would have been very little
use for me to have went to you or Mr. Williams with this story, as you would think that
Idid not make anything out of my trip, and what would have been the consequence, I
would have been arrested for trying to defraud the railway, so, without saying any-
thing to my wife, I left for here. If it had not been for my wifeand children I would
have stayed and let them do what they liked with me, but for the sake of my little
children I will make a hard fight for my liberty. .

I am going to Newburyport to-day, but there is no chance for work in Mas-
sachusetts. On Monday I will leave for the Rock Island Railway as I have a letter
of recommendation for a job, which I got from an influential friend in Boston. I
have written my wife to go to Boston to her brother and remain with him until she
hears from me, and God knows when that will be, as I only have money enough to
take me part of the way where I want to go and will have to go like a tramp 8o it
will take me some time to get there. I had $10 when I left Sussex, and I got $20
from a friend in Boston, so I will have to make the best of it until I get work. .NOW;
1 will be put down as a thief, it will be said that I stole the money from the railway,
but I tell you before God that I did not, to my knowledge, take one cent that did not
belong to me. If the Department go to the trouble to enquire they will find that. I
had all my furniture and things before I went to Dalhousie and all paid for. I bought
one suit of clothes after I went to Dalhousie and they are not paid for yet. I am
greatly troubled the way everything has gone against me in the last year. of

I was settled nicely at Dalhousie and had a good job, was not in ert nnyll ! ter
the fire, when I had to go in debt about $100, which I still owe, but will pay if I live
and get work. Now Mr, Bruce try not to think too hard of me, I am very sorry to
have my friends think me so dishonest as I must appear. Now, I donot know if e\(rlei'
I shall see you again or not, but I shall never forget your kindness to me, a?in
believe the time will come when my name will be clear before the world. Ih : ln(t):
thought of leaving as long as I could see any chance to clear myself, but w}zen A (:d
everything that took so much trouble to get up, Idid not see anything else &he

ut & prison.
Good trul
bye, yours Y5 1 1, MLREOD.

J. R. Bruocg, Esq., Traffic Auditor, Intercoégnial Railway, Moncton.
3—5
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EXHIBIT V.

Orrawa, 8th March, 1886.

My DEear Sir,—Attached hereto is a copy of a letter from Mr. P. A. Landry,
M.P,, addressed to the Honorable Minister r¢ * Inch Arran’ matters, and I am to
request you to send up here a statement of the case, with the necessary documents,
disclosing all the facts in connection with the transactions referred to in the charges
mentioned by Mr. Landry.

I would like these papers sent up without any unnecessary delay.

Yours truly,
COLLINGWOOD SCHREIBER,
Chief Engineer and General Manager.

D. PorringeR, Esq., Moncton, N.B.

Orrawa, 16th February, 1886.

My Drar Sir,—I observe by the public press that it is charged that guests and
servants sent to the Inch Arran House last summer by the Intercolonial Railway
Agent in Montreal have been carried over that railway free of charge, and they pub-
lish copies of tickets in support of their view of the case and as primd facie evidence
of the correctness of their charge. Although I must admit circumstantial evidence
looks strong, I can but think there must be some explanation out of the matter, as I
am sure, knowing my views on the question, you would have treated the guests and
servants of the Inch Arran House, travelling over the Intercolonial Railway, precisely
the same as if going 1o Cacouna, or any other great summer hotel resort. 1 shall be
very glad to be furnished with the facts at once.

Yours truly,
COLLINGWOOD SCHREIBER,
Chief Engineer and General Manager.

D. PorriNgER, Esq., Moncton, N.B.

INTEROOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SUPERINTENDENT,
Monroron, N.B., 20th March, 1886.

Dxag Sir,—In answer to your letter of the 8th inst., I submit for the informa-
tion of the Hon. Minister the following statement with reference to the “ Inch Arran
House,” Dalhousie, N.B,

A large part of the country along the Intercolonial Railway possesses attractions
for summer tourists, and following the example of other railways, the Intercolonial
has, in recent years, devoted a good deal of attention to this class of travel and
endeavored to increase it.

For the purpose of making known the advantages of the country in this respect
a n:w g;uide book was prepared during the winter of 1882-83, and extensively dis-
tributed.

It is almost unnecessary to say that general business is benefited by such travel
and therefore the advantage accruing to the railway is both direct and indirect.

Our country is well adapted by nature for a pleasure resort, but there is one
great deficiency, that is summer hotelssituated at attractive places where sea bathing
and fishing can be had close at hand.

There is probably a sufficient supply of hotels for ordinary business purposes,
but they are of course sitnated in the cities and towns, and as almost all summer
tourists come from cities and towns in order to obtain rest and change of scene, they
naturally do not wish to spend their whole holiday in a town hotel. They prefer 8
house where, by going a few steps, they can bathe in the sea, and from which they
can make short excursions to places of interest.
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Although there are many places along the Intercolonial suitable for a large
summer hotel, there was, until 1884, only one such hotel, the St. Lawrence Hall,
Cacouna, which was built before the Intercolonial was opened.

So great an inducement to travel are summer hotels considered to be that rail-
ways extend to them every possible assistance, and in many cases even build and
own them!.

In 1882 1 urged the Department to authorize the Intercolonial to build & summer
hotel at a spot to be selected, but the suggestion was not adopted. It has been found
difficult to get private individuals to undertake such a work, as it requires consider-
able money, and capitalists are slow to invest in a concern which must lie idle nine
months in each year.

In the spring of 1883 the erection of a summer hotel was undertaken by private
enterprise. The spot selected was about one mile from the town of Dalhousie, on the
south shore of the Baie des Chaleurs. It was a well designed building of about eighty
rooms. The name chosen by the owners was the “ Inch Arran House.”

The railway authorities were glad that at last there was to be a summer hotel at
one of the many beautiful places along the north shore of New Brunswick, and being
agsured by the owner that it would be completed and ready for the public during the
summer of 1883, they inserted an advertisement of the hotel in the new guide book
which was issued in the spring oi that year.

The owner commenced work on the building and continued it all summer, but
owing to unexpeoted difficulties, was unable to complete it. This unfortunate position
of affairs caused some embarrassment to the railway as the house had been advertised
a8 in existence on the faith of assurances given that it wouid be completed in time
for the summer travel of 1883. There were during that summer numerous inquiries
about it, and it was feared that its non-completion would have an injurious effect.

Dauring the following winter the owner of the huuse endeavored to get assistance
to complete it, but without success.

In the spring of 1884 Mr. Schreiber was urged by the owner to grant assistance,
and krowing how important it was to the railway that the house should be completed
he lent & sum of money for the purpose, taking a mortgage on the property. By the
time matters had reached this stage the spring was well advanced and it was found
difficult to get a builder who would undertake to complete the house in the limited
time remaining before the summer season began. This, however, was at lasjt accom-
plished, and the house was so far completed by the 1st of July, 1884, that it was fit
for occupation. As guests had by that time begun to arrive work had to be stopped,
and the final completion of the house was put off till the following year. As soon as
the arrangements for completing the house were made the owner made engagements
for the season with a large number of guests, and the house was filled soon after its
opening to its full capacity.

It was thought that all difficulties had been overcome, but & new one soon arose.
The owner had by great energy and perseverance got the hotel erected and furnished,
but this had exhausted almost all available resources, leaving very little caplta! to
operate the house. The result was that at the height of the season, and at a time
when there were about 200 guests of all ages in the house, a crisis arose, and the
hotel was on the point of closing. The closing of it then would cause all the guests
great disappointment, inconvenience and loss, especially those who had maclis
engagements for the season, as their holiday would be broken up, and they won
have to seek other lodgings at & time when satisfactory ones were not easily procur-
able; besides they would be subjected to very considerable additional expense.

The matter was carefully considered, and, althongh the Intercolonial was fncl)t
responsible for the inconvenience which these people would suffer, ygt it was ek t
that it would reflect injuriously on the railway, and it was therefore decided to n:la ke
an effort to keep the hotel open. Mr. Schreiber was appealed to, and he 8izl‘°te y 1R
view of all the circumstances, to buy out the owner. He did this with l'efﬂc an:he’
and only in the interest of the Intercolonial, to prevent any 1njarious effects from the
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-closing of the hotel. Had he considered only his own interests he would have allowed
the hotel to close.

An experienced manager was then engaged, who ran the hotel for the remainder
of the season,

The work of finishing the hotel, which had been left undone in 1884, was conm-
pleted in the spring of 1885, and the house was run for Mr. Schreiber during the
summer of 1885 by the same manager as in the previous year.

The Interoclonial Railway has always been willing to grant, and does grant, the
following concessions to the promoters of any large summer hotel along the line of
railway, namely: A reduced rate of freight (one-half the tariff rate) for all the mate-
rials used in building the house and equipping it, free transport over the railway for
such workmen as have to be brought from other places to work at the building, and
after it is in operation a reduced fare (one-half) for the servants of the hotel.

When the ¢ Inch Arran House” was commenced the above concessions were
granted to it with the concurrence of the Hon. Minister. They were given before
Mr. Schreiber owned it and no further concessions have been given since.

They were given in the interest of the railway and are small compared with
‘what other railways do for summer hotels.

Neither materials nor labor belonging to the railway, or paid for by the railway,
ever went into the building.

The railway did no advertising for the hotel, except, as already stated, to insert
-an advertisement in its guide book.

It has been the custom of the railway for the last few years to publish a calendar
each year and a picture of scenery along the line, or of some object of interest, is
placed at the head of it.

In 1884 a picture of Bic was used, in 1885 a picture of Dalhousie, in 1886 a view
of the new Cantilever bridge over the St. John river.

In like manner on the summer time table there was at one time a view near
‘Riviére du Loup, at another a view near Dalhousie.

In this way something novel and interesting is used each year.

Tickets were not given free to guests of the hotel in any case, nor were guests
of the hotel carried free.

Some railway pecsple and some newspaper people were ro doubt carried free to
Dalhousie, and may have visited the hotel, but they would have been carried free
according to the custom of the railway in the same way to any other station on the
line.

The tickets issued in Montreal were issued to servants of the hotel, and were all
regularly charged and paid for. It is well known that trained servants have to be
brought from cities to the summer botels, and it is usual for railways to give reduced
rates for them, This was done by the Grand Trunk and Intercolonial for other sum-
'mer hotels before the “ Inch Arran House ” was built, and the rate given to the
“Inch Arran House” by these railways was no lower than that given to others.

Everything in connection with this matter has been done in an open and straight-
forward manner, there has been no attempt at concealment, as there is nothing to
conceal.

‘When Mr, Schreiber became owner of the hotel he gave instructions that no
favours should be extended to it above any other summer hotel, and these instructions
have been carried out.

1 may say here that Mr. Schreiber was not acquainted with the details of the
several transactions. When money was required he was informed, and he suppli
it, and receipts were sent him at intervals showing how it had been used.

This hotel has proved to be an advantage to the railway and to Dalhousie and
neighborhood.

It was full of guests last season, and if it was doubled in size there would be no
difffeulty in filling it, .

It has not injured the business of any other Canadian hotel. Cacouna was quite
full last season. g

: 6
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I am still of the opinion that the railway should build summer hotels at suitable
places along the line, and rent them to competent persons. Such hotels, besides being &
benefit to the traffic of the railway, would greatly benefit the localities in which they
were placed, and instead of competing with the existing hotels, they would bring
them new business, a8 has been the case at Dalhousie.

Your obedient servant,
D. POTTINGER,
C. ScHREIRER, Hsq.,

Chief Engineer and General Manager, Government Railways, Ottawa.

EXHIBIT W.

INTERCOLONMIAL RAILWAY, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SUPERINTENDENT,
Moxoron, N.B,, 21st January, 1882.

Dear Sir,—You will remember that when in Moncton last November, Mr.
Busby and I spoke to the Hon. Minister and yourself with reference to the advisa-
bility of improved hotel accommodation being provided at different points along the
line, and a scheme for the erection of a hotel at Campbellton at the expense of the
railway was favorably spoken of, and Mr. Busby was instructed to make a report
upon the subject, 1 now send you his report and also an estimate prepared by the
engineer.

Plans will also be sent you in a day or two as they are on the way from Moncton.

The deficiency of hotel accommodation along the whole line of the Intercolonial
Railway and at the termini at Halifax and St. John, is a matter of continual complaint
by tourists in the summer season, and anything that would remove this obstacle to
onlr pro]curing a good passenger traffic in summer would be a boon to the Inter-
colonial.

As you are aware, many railway companies have erected hotels for the purpose
of encouraging travel over their lines, and as the Government has undertaken to
work a railway, it seems to me only fair that they should work it in the same way ag
the railways owned by companies are worked and give every facility possible to the
travel,

The reason that Campbeliton has been selected in this case is, that it is a central
point from which tourists who wish fishing and shoot’ng can make their excarsions.
We huve had for some years steamers running upon the Bay Chaleur, and Campbell-
ton i8 the point at which they connect with the railway. The closing of Fraser’s
hotel at Metapedia has considerably reduced the pumber of tourists who formerly
visited that locality, and although he is erecting another hotel a few miles south of
Metapedia station, it is not likely that it will serve the purposes of the railway, as it
is small and situated at an inconvenient place where there is no regular station. For
this and other reasons, I would strongly recommend that this scheme of erecting 2
hotel at Campbellton be taken into favorable consideration, and & sum placed in the
estimates for the purpose, as I am convinced that it can be rented on terms that will
at least pay the interest on the cost of its construction,

Your obedient servant,
D. POTTINGER.

C. ScnrerBER, Esq., Chief Engineer, Government Railways, Ottawa.

EXHIBIT X.

Tae INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY oF CANADA, '
GENERAL PassENGER AND TrckEeT AGENT'S OFFICE,
MoncTon, N. B., 10th Japuary, 1882.

PLEASURE AND ToURIST TRAVEL.

i i d in
In commenoing to make arrangements for this business for next summer, an
talking the matte?%ver with the passenger agents of other railways, Iam continually
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reminded of the poor hotel accommodation in cities and towns along our ronte. The
lack of good hotels in Halifax and at our northern watering places being particularly
dwelt on, and there can be no doubt that the want of proper hotels is operating seri.
ously against our getting pleasure and tourist travel over our line.

Other railways by erecting hotels, by bonuses and privileges granted hotel com.
pauies, are actively competing for this business and it is high time that our own road
took some action in the matter. The advantage wo possess in a new route, in a
delightful summer climate, in scenery, sea-bathing and in cheapness of living, if sap.
lemented by modern hotel accommodation, would, without doubt, give us & large
share of this travel.

The closing of Fraser’s Metapedia Hotel to the public, consequent on its sale to
a New York club, has deprived us of a very considerable share of sporting travel,
Dominion and United States sportsmen were annually making Metapedia their head.
quarters during the fiching season, and every year the number of people going there
was increasing. They are now shat out from both the hotel and the fishing.

Since the closing of Metapedia to the public, Campbeliton has, to alimited extent,
taken its place, but the want of anything like modern hotels operates seriously against
an increase of the sporting business, An hotel at Campbellton, to accommodate
forty or fifty guests, is an immediate necessity if we expect to retain our hold on or
increase this sporting travel. An inexpensive building, erected and operated with
some regard to modern requirements, is all that is necessary, and such a building, I
have no doubt, can be erected for eight or ten thousand dollars. I know of no way
in which such an amount of money could be expended with like beneficial results to
the passenger business of the railway, and I would strongly urge the erection, during
the coming spring, of such an hotel in Campbellton.

Yours truly,
A, BUSBY, General Passenger and I'icket Agent,
D. PorriNGER, Esq., Chief Superintendent.

CaMPBELLTON HOTEL~—ESTIMATE,

140 yards masonry, at $4.50 per yard........ceeertiineniinnne $630 00
" 5,890 yards plastering, at 13 cts. per yard....... O (1 (1]
330 liveal feet stucco cornice, at 14c. per foot....... e ieenes 46 20
8 ceiling centre pieces, at $1 each ...... eevesseratesanssnrasens 8 00
81 M,, B.M. frame stuff, at $14 per M.....c..ceeerivenigenanne. 1,134 00
90 M. laths, at $2.25 per M ........cevcienceiinnnan. Deeenecaeeens 202 50
40 M. rough boards, at $13 per M....ccoceeeivveenes oneeenee. 520 00
18 M. flooring, at $18 per M.......... creensicnnntaerentstreinianne 324 00

6 M. pieces clapboards, at 845 per M.....cces cveeuevnnnene. 270 00
80 M. shingles, at $3.25 per M.....icceverennrecensst severerianee 260 00
8 M, lineal teot strapping (1 x3), at §4 per M ............ 32 00
4 M., BM,, pine sheathing, at $26 per M....cc.cvvee -eurees . 100 00
68 windows, complete, at $8 6aCh ...c..ccossvers earerennineess 544 00
124 M. brick, at $15 per M....ccccceecrvennerennnancereaenseireeee 187 50
5 outside doors, at $17.50 each...cceceererennns venssenn eeievesane 87 50
65 inside doors, at $7 €8Ch....cccuccrieicnesses coseseonse narenes 45D 00
900 linesal feet moulded base, at 10¢. per foot. ....cceeeeweeee. 90 00

900 do plain base, at 3c. per foot.......... creesnee onee 27 00
300 do cornice, at 22¢, per f00t... ..icereeriverenen. 66 00
575  do  cornice, at 10¢. por f00t..ciee rrierencarennnenns 57 50
408 do  ballustrade, at $1.25 per foot..ccee .ceoeereeee. 510 00
900 do  outside finish, at 10c. per foot........ ......ee. 90 00
6 cast iron columns, 1,600 1bs., 85 6C ....cecensirverriescenseees 96 00

Finishing stairs complete.....sseesssertmecetesanssnsonicisannne .. 356 10



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 8.) A. 1886

(=

Painting and glazing........uiveeieiereeensoreciieisieeeeereseerions 816 00
Lead, zinc and CANVASB..weeeveeisser. cvvencen ovvneresssnrines 75 00
. . $7,750 00
Contingencies........ccveeressvar ceecrnvunenissncorene 250 00
$4.000 00

30th December, 1881. P. 5. ARCHIBALD.

INTERCOLONIAL RATLWAY, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SUPERINTENDENT,
Moncron, N.B., 3rd February, 1882,

DEar Sir,—With reference to the report I made in favor of the building of a
hotel at Campbellton, I wrote that 1t was urged as an objection to the building of it
that Fraser was already building a hotel near Metapedia. I mentioned in my letter
that that hotel was small and inconveniently situated. I write now to say that it
has been burned down, so that it does not exist at all.

Your obedient servant,

D. POTTINGER.
C. ScHREIBER, Hsq., Chief Engineer Government Railways, Ottawa.

EXHIBIT Y.

Darsousie, NNB._____ = 18
C. T. HiLsox,

To GEORGE HADDOW, Dr.
DEALER IN
GENERAL DRY GOODS, MILLINERY,
Groceries, Hardware, Boots and Shoes, §c., &e.
[A LITTLE OF EVERYTHING. ]

——— e —————————————

1884. |[Per Mrs. Grant— $ cts. $ cta.
July 1l... To 1 tub, $1.10; 2 galvanized buckets, st 40c. ; 2 cake pans, 2 20
.37 1.1 Cneenens L raweuc araunseE «sanssaus sunssnsr useshs
1 saucepan, 35c.; 4 doz. spoons, at $1.20; 1 tin basin, 60c 1 66
1 gravy strainer, 26c.; 1 preserving dish, $1.70.......ccceuue. 195
1 mattrass each, $3.50, $5 and $4.25; 2 rockers, $2; (10
Per cent. Off) ceeeuereireiene wevenseniniiriniins eevere vrasee e 16 15
do 12.., To 16 yards shecting, at 45¢.; 34 yards sheeting, at 40c; 70
yards sheeting, 8t 42C.cceeces cererecs snrorsns sosorsnnnsrerenens 50 20
do 14... To 14 towels, at 10c¢. ; 1 towel each, 20c., 15¢. and 18c¢. ; 3 doz.
napking, &t Pl..ccceees covernrn vsasses o erveeen vesreseer van areanee 2 26
3 doz. napkins, at $1.35; 24 yards cotton, at 12c.; 30
yards cotton, at 10c. o evonnens 9 63
do 1T7... To 3 doz. towels, at $2.40; 2 doz. towels, at $1.80; 3 doz.
napking, at $1.10 ceecrverervirirennvernreies venes Cvsserese - sesmane 14 10
3 doz. napkins, at $1.60; 1 mattrass each, $3 and $3.59.. 11 30
Per Self—
do 3l... To 1 mattrass each, $3, $3.50 and §5; 20 yards cotton, at15¢.; 15 8
63 yards ticking, 8 20C. ..ccccceeierirenens serasunes snenisinnnne
3 yards ticking, at 25¢.; Aug. 2nd~6 latches, at 12c.; 2 235
. 1bs pressed’_ nails, at 8¢.; 6 prs. hinges, at 12¢......cccs
zine, $1.18; naild, 20C..ceet coverian ot srernnie oneenent sosees cuse 126 &7
By 10 per cent. discount, $12.94; cash, $116.53 .. 129 47
1885. |Per Nadeau— .
June 5..| To 1 keg 10 nails, $3.75; 134 Ibs. zine, at 10c.; 14 Ibs. 5 60
spikes, At 4C. wreeereesseens oot sasess aeeressat o onseses o vosvrsese sone .
Oe.
do 129.. By cash..cuue.. . seones sonses 5 66

71



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 8.) A. 1886

EXHIBIT Z.

11th December, 1883,

Dear Mrs, GRANT,—In reply to your letter of the 9th ultimo, addressed to the
Hon, Sir Charles Tapper, I am to repeat what the Honorable Minister has stated to
you on several occasions, that he regrets that it is not in his power to grant you any
pecuniary aid in the construction of the hotel at Dalhousie.

Yours respectfully,
COLLINGWOOD SCHREIBER.
Mrs, PeTER GRANT, Dalhousie, N.B.

The cost in re the Inch Arran Hotel, Dalhousie Branch, Intercolonial Railway,
to date, is as follows :—

WV itNOEBO8.eeereneeecteeersssnrececsone sensassocnenre treereseessneinenes $ 390 25
Reporting evidence.............. crveseererernassatcnnecenne cererees 117 80
$ 508 05

Attest. E. P. HARTNEY, Clerk Public Accounts Committee.

21st May, 1886.

72
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REPORT.

CoMMITTEE Rooy,
TruBsDAY, 27th May, 1886.

The Select Standing Committee on Puablic Accounts beg leave to present the
following as their Fourth Report : —

Your Committee have, in accordance with the order of the House of 20th inst.,
enquired into the matter of the indebtedness of Mr. Herman H. Cook, as dues for
timber cut on Indian reserves on certain islands in the Georgian Bay, in the years
1872 and 1873, and the remission of $1,486.24, together with the interest thereon ;
and in connection therewith have examined certain persons, and for the information
of the House append hereto copies of the evidence given and of the exhibits filed by
them. ’

All which is respectfully submitted.

J. C. RYKERT, Chairman.

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

O1TAWA, 218t May, 1886.
The Public Accounts Committee met ; Mr. RYKERT in the Chair.

Mr, Wx. Poomuer called and examined : —

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

1. Are you an officer in the Department of Indian Affairs ? Yes.

2. In what capacity ? Commissioner of Indian Affairs. )

3. How long have you been in the Department of Indian Affairs? Nearly 19
years,

4. Were you in the employ of that Department in 1874 ? Yes. L

5, In W}f:lt capacity ? Iyn 1872 1 was Indian Commissioner on Manitoulin
Islands, Tn 1873 I took charge of the office in the City of Toronto, called the Central
Superintendency.

6. Do you know Mr. H. H. Cook? Yes.
7. Didyyou, in your capacity as an employé or officer of the Department of

Indian Affairs, have any knowledge of Mr. C‘Yook taking a license to cut timber on the
Islands in the Georgian Bay, in 1872-137 Yes. )
. 8. Was there :gly timg:;r cut by him or the firm of which he was a member dur-
ing those years ? Yes. )
9 Wgs there a return made to the Department of the timber cut ? Yes.
6—1
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10, Have you got that return ? No.
11. Do you know by whom that return was made ? The return was handed in

by Mr. Cook himself.

12. Was it a sworn return, sworn to by any person ? Yes, it was a sworn
return.

13. Do you know by whom the affidavit connected with that return was made ?
I do not.

14. Was it an officer of the Department ? No,

15. Do you know whether it was an employé of Mr. Cook’s ? It was one of Mr,
Cook’s workmen or foreman.

16, Can you get that return ? I do not think so. I did not get an order to come
here until last night at six o’clock, and I made every endeavor to find that return and
could not.

17. Have you any means of knowing what that return contained as regards the
number of logs and feet ? Yes, from our books.

Mr. Mulock objected to any evidence from the books, and contended that the
return itself must be produced.

The Chaiman ruled that if the return could not be found, after due search had
been made for it, it was open for the witness to show that the books of the Department
had transcripts from the documents upon which they had acted.

Mr. Plummer.—This is taken from the books. I may state thatI have on file
here Mr. Cook’s own statement showing that he did make that return.

By Mr. Mulock :
18. You have that paper with you ? Yes,
19. A statement of Mr, Cook’s stating that he did make a return in 1873 ? Yes,
and it corresponds with the amount of money in our books.

By the Chairman :
20. Where is that ? There is a letter, and there is a statement.
By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
21, Have you any entry in the books of the Department, charging Mr. Cook
with timber dues—timber got on these islands in 1872-93 ?
Mr. Mulock objected to the witness answering this question, unless the books
were produced.
The Chairman ruled thatit was in order to produce & certified copy from the

books.
Mr. Plummer.—The following is Mr. Cook’s letter to the Department, dated

February, 1877, (See Exhibit A.)
By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

22. That letter does not give the information we want. What we want to ascer-
tain, Mr. Plummer, is the number of saw logs and the number of feet that they con-
tained, according to the return made to the Department. Do you know anything
about the original returns, Mr. Plummer ? Nothing more than I have stated.

23. Did you ever see it ? Dozons of times.

24. Do you recollect what these returns were ? I recollect as far as the details
are concerned.

25. Have you made a search for that retarn ? Yes. That return was made in
Toronto., The office was in Toronto at that time, and remained there for several
years afterwards. About three years ago that office was closed, and the officers then
in charge were brought to the head office, and in the removal of the papers they got
mixed up in some way.

By Mr. Holton :

26. When did you last see that retarn, Mr, Plummer ? I have a distinct reco
lection of seeing the return when the remission was made to Mr. Cook.
2
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27. How long ago was that ? That was in October, 1878,

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

28. You say that you have searched for that return ? Yes,

29. And you cannot find it ? No.

30. Do you know whether it has been given out of the Depar tment to any per-
son ? I do not think so.

31. Do you know what that return contained ? I know as regards quantities.

32. Do you think that the books of the Department contain an accurate tran-
seript of the quantity of logs and the number of feet in that return ? Quite so.

33. You know that? Yes.

34, Can you state to the Committee the quantity of logs, and the number of feet
that was cut by Mr. Cook’s firm in 18727

Mr. Mulock objected to the witness answering the question,

By Mr. Mulock :

35. You say you saw the return about October, 18782 Yes.

36. Where did you see it ? In my office in Toronto.

37. You were in charge of the paper in Toronto ? Yes.

38. And when the change was made it was brought to Ottawa ? Yes.

39. How do you know it was brought to Ottawa ? Well, we packed up the

apers.
Pep 40. Who packed them up? I did.

41. And you packed that paper up with the others? I think so.

42. Have you any reason to doubt it? No, I have no reason to doubt it.

43. You have been in charge of those papers ever since? Iam not in the same
room.

44, When did yon make a search for this paper ? This morning.

45. About what time did you begin ? I began to search about eight o’clock this
morning. I bad a man searching also. -

46, Is the other man here? He is in the Department. He searched with
me.

47. You searched in one place, and he in the other ? We were together most of
the time.

48, Were you together mostly all the time? Perhaps not.

49. Did you each handle the same papers, or did you to some extent divide the
work? We did not handle the same papers.

50. Then he searched in some papers, and you in others ? Yes.

51. You have been only a couple of hours searching for that paper? No.

52. Do you swear that the paper is not in your office ? I cannot swear that.

53, Then you have not had enough time yet? We have not had enough time to
find it, at any rate.

54. Do you mean to say that this is the way you keep papers and documents,
that you can allow them to be mislaid and lost, in the regular way of business ? Not
in the regular way of business. )

55. Do you admit that you have lost this paper ? No, I do not admit that at all.

56. Then how do you account for not having it here ? Because I could not put
my hand on it.

By the Chairman ;

57. Did you search the places where papers of that kind are usually kept ? Yos,
in every pigeon hole or cupboard we brought from Toronto filled with such papers.

By Mr. Mulock :

58. Are there any other places in your office where you have not searched and
Where there are papers? No doubt.
5 13 3
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59, Now, you have not searched in all the possible places in your office where it
might be? I do not think we have.

60. Then I would ask you whether you think it was simply lost or destroyed or
mislaid ? I do not think it is destroyed. It may have been lost.

61. You are quite sure it was packed up and shipped to your office ? Quite sure
that any paper in the Department of any importance was packed up.

62. They were shipped from Toronto to Ottawa and no doubt arrived here, the
box and package arrived in the office? Yes. '

63. And the papers with it? And the papers with it.

64. The hox arrived in the same condition as it was sealed up by you? I think
80.

65. So that the only fair conclusion is, that you have not lost it, but it is mislaid
at present; is that your opinion? I do not know that I have an opinion on it. All
I can say is that I have made a diligent search and I cannot find it.

66. You cannot find it in two hours. Do you think you could find it if you had
a longer time to search for it? I could not say.

67. You surely have an opinion as to whether there would be some chance of .
your finding it? I do not know that I have.

68. However, you say you have not made all the search that you think you
ought to have made? I did not say that.

69. You said you had not made as complete a search as was necessary? No, I
did not say that.

70. What did you say ? You asked me if I had searched every place, and I said I
had not, but I searched every place where I had reason to suppose that it would be

found.
By Mr. White (Cardwell) :

71. You saw this paper when the transaction first took place in 1872 or 1873 ?
Yes.
72, When did you ses it after that? I saw it repeatedly between that and 1878.
73. Then you saw it for reference in connection with this transaction? Yes,I
had occasion to look at it very often because we were pressing Mr. Cook to pay the
bond.

74. Then I understand there was & communication going on between 1872, 1873
and 1878, when you were asking Mr. Cook to pay up the amount of this bond of
$1,800 0dd? Yes. :

75. When was the last time that you saw this ? The last time that I can remem-
ber seeing it was the time when 1 gave up the bond to Mr. Cook, after making the
settlement at Ottawa.

76. Was that in Toronto or Ottawa? That was in Toronto, but the settlement
was made in Ottawa.

77. And you gave up the bond? Yes, I gave up the bond, and the returns had
been up to that time filed away.

78. What time was that ? That was some time in October, 1878,

%9. And you have never seen that document since ? I do not remember seeing
it since. I may possibly have seen it.

80. Have you ever had occasion to look for it? 1 fully expected to put my hand
on it yesterday, but I did not get it.

81. And the last time you have any knowledge of having seen it is when you
gave up the bonds ? Yes.

By Mr. Mulock :

82. I think you told me that you put it in the box to ship to Ottawa? No, I
said we put all the papers in the box. .
83. You said you had no doubt about it being in the box ? I haveno doubt of it.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) : :

- 84. Why have you no doubt, simply because you thought it ought to be there?
es.
4
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Mr. White (Renfrew).—Do you rule, Mr. Chairman, that evidence cannot be
taken in regard to the contents of these papers ?

The Chairman.—I have decided upon that point. I think if the witness has
gearched in all the places where the papers are usually kept and cannot find them,
then it is open to him to show that the books of the Department have transeripts from
the documents upon which they have acted.

By Mr. White (Cardwell) :

85. You have never seen it since 1878 to your knowledge ? No.

Sir Richard Cartwright submitted that two hours was not sufficient time to search
for papers reaching back to 1872-73 or 1878.

Mr. Plammer.—I stated I had spent two hours. I was also going to say that an
officer of the Department had spent four hours, that would make six hours for one, I
think.

By Mr. Mulock:

86, When was that? Last night and this morning,
By the Chairman :
87. You say that all the papers were sent from Toronto to Ottawa in connection
with this business ? Yes.
88. And you have searched all the places where they are usually kept? Yes.

By Mr. White (fenfrew) :
89. You say that you have seen this return that was made by some person not
an officer of the Department, and made upon oath, a declaration upon oath ? Yes.
90. Can you tell what number of logs were cut by Mr. Cook in 1872-73, that is,
from the entry in your books, and according to that return ? Yes.

By the Chairman :

91, Is any entry made in the books, and, if so, have you an extract ? Yes. (See
Exhibit B.)

By Mr. Davies:

92, Is that a certified copy ? Yes. . .

93. Who is it certified by ? By one of the accountants in the Indian Depart-
ment. .

94, How many were got? There were 15,594 pieces of white pine, containing
2,424,973 feet, board measure.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

95. And the dues upon that timber?. The dues upon that timber, at the rate
charged at that time, amounted to $3,879.95. .

96. Were those dues paid by Mr. Cook ? Mr. Cook paid in cash $2,079.95.

97. When was that payment made? On the first of October, 1873.

98. And respecting the balance? He gave a bond, payable in six months, for
$1,800. oy .
"99, A bond, payable in six months, for $1,8007 Yes, with interest at six per
cent,

100. Was that bond paid at matarity ? No.

101. Was it renewed ? No, it was left in abeyance.

102. Then payment was not exacted by the then Minister ? No.

103. How long did it remain in abeyance? Until Ootober, 1878.

104. Was it ever renewed during that interval ? Not formally. -

105. Was there an application made by Mr. Cook for an extension of time or

for the renewal of the bond ? Yes.
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By the Chairman :

106. Have you the application here? Yes, it is dated 5th July, 1875, and
addressed to the Hon. Mr. Liaird. (See Exhibit C.)

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

107. Do you know whether any action was taken by the Department at that
time? Yes, I was notified on the 12th July that the bond might be renewed.

By Mr Davies :

108. Will you please read the document ? The letter is addressed to me, and is
dated 12th July, 1875. (See Exhibit D.) '

By Mr. Mulock :

109. Who was that from? From the Superintendent General.
110. To wkom? Addressed to me.

By Mr, Davies :

111. You have 8 memorandum there from the Minister. Will you please read
that? This is 8 memorandum from the Minister on Mr. Cook’s letter of 5th July,
1875, (See Exhibit E.)

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

112. You say you were entrasted by the Minister to renew the bond for six
months from the date on its margin? Yes.

113. [t was formally renewed ? Yes, it was formaily renewed.

114. It was allowed to remain in your hands? Yes.

115. Did you make any demand upon Cook to pay it? I had spoken to him
several times to pay the bond.

116. Bat after you got these instructions from the Minister ? I don’t recollect.
There was no correspondence with the Minister, because Mr. Cook used to do his
business personally with the office, either himself or his man.

117. As a matter of fact, was it paid at the date fixed by these instructions, at
the end of six months? No, it was not.

118. When was it paid, or was it ever paid? Part of it was paid on the 2nd
October, 1878.

© 119. How much of it was paid? $313.76. They are Mr. Mills’ own figures and
handwriting,

120. $315.76, you say? $359, together with the ground rent at the time, mak-
ing in all $488.

By Mr. Mulock :
121. How much was the ground reat? $124.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

122, What became of the balance of that indebtedness? The amount was
remitted.

123. By whose order? By Mr. Mills.

124. Who was then Minister of the Interior? Yes.

125. Did he communicate any order to you to remit? Were you instructed to
give up the bond to Mr. Cook on receipt of this amount ? The first intimation I had
;v;s fxgr;l Mr. Cook himself biinging me this document signed by himeelf. (See Ex-

ibit F.
2nd October, 1878.

Mr. Herman H. Cook having paid the amount due by him on account
of timber cut under this license, amounting to $359.76, together with the
6
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round rent and renewal fees to the 30th April, 1879, amounting to $124, in
all $483.76, this license, which is to cover cordwood as well as other descriptioné of
wood mentioned therein, is renewed for the year which terminates on the 30th April
1879. The authority to cut cordwood does not, however, confer on the licensee any’r
right to cut wood or timber of less diameter at the stump than one foot.

DAVID MILLS,
Minister of Interior and Superintendent General of Indian Affairs,

DEPA'RTMENT OoF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Inpiax BrAncEH, 2nd October, 1878,

126. You told us you had a bond from Mr. Cook for $1,800. Did you give up
that bond to him upon the payment of the four hundred and odd dollars? Yes.

127. Upon what authority; on the authority of that letter or upon any other
authority ?  There was another letter.

128. A letter from the Department to you authorizing you to deliver up this
bond to Cook? Yes.

By Mr. Davies :
129, That was not sent to you. It is the Indian Department? Yes, it was sent

to me.
130. The witness said he had a letter or communication from the Minister

authorizing him to deliver up the bond. I want him to produce that letter? I do
not think I have the letter here.

By the Chairman :
131. Did you have such a letter ? From the tenor of my letter of 11th October,
1878, (See Exhibit G) I think I did.
By Mr. Mulock :

132. Who was the Minister of the Interior then ? Mr. Mills.
The Chairman.—Here are two receipts from the Department for sums paid by
Mr. Cook—$359.76 and $125. (See Exhibits H and L.)

By Mr, Somerville (Brant) :

133. The witness said he had a letter from Mr, Mills, instructing him to settle
on the basis on which he did settle. Have you that letter ? I had a letter, and I
thought I had it on this file, but I cannot find it.

By Mr Davies :

134, From Mr. Mills ? From the Department. Mr, Mills knows very well that
in matters of this kind his deputy, Mr. Meredith, used to sign official letters, by his
authority, of course.

By Mr. Somerville (Brant) : ,
135. When did you see that letter last ? If I am not mistaken, I saw it to-day.
136. Where did you see it to-day ? I think it is on my table now.

By Mr. Mulock :

137. Why did not you bring it ? I thought it was ou this file, but the file has
been broken, and it is off.
By Mr. Davies :

138, Who broke the file ? It has been broken by over usage. ik
139, Who has been using that file, that it came to be broken ? It is simply the

handling.
7
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——

140. Who bas been handling it besides ydurself ? Idon't know. Likely it isby
my own handling.

By Mr, White (Renfrew) :

141. The witness says he has not the letter here. Isthe letter in your possession
here, or ig it not ? It is not.

By Mr. Mulock ;

142. You say it was on the file this morning ? T thought it was.

143. Who has had the handling to-day of that bundle of papers besides yourself ?
Nobody, I think.

144. Are you quite sure about that ? If it was on the file and nobody but your-
self had it, how does it come to be off the file; did you take it off yourself ? The
only way I can account for it is that it may have slipped off here at the end, where
the file is broken. .

145. Was it the latest in point of date ; was it in the middle of the file ? No.

146. Where was it ? I could not tell yon.

147. Was it outside the wrapper? I could not swear to that. I know it}is not
here.

148. I want to know how it got off the file? I cannot tell you.

149. It would not get off itself. Who had the handling of the file besides your-
self 7 Nobody that I saw.

150. At what hour did you see it on that file? I think it was to-day.

151. At what time today ? This morning.

152. At what hour this morning? Nine o'clock, likely. I am not quite sure.

153. Was it in your custody at 9 o’clock this morning? It was on my table.

154. In your custody? Yes.

155. Who has been in your office this morning before you came up—between 9
and 10? The woman cleaning ; that is all.

156. Nobody else? There might have been.

167. Do you swear that there was nobody else? No, I will not.

168. Did you see any other people there? I saw a lot of people there.

159. Name them. Mr. White for one? Yes.

160. Who else was handling those papers? I do not know. I did not see any-
body else.

161. Who else was in the room? You asked me that before. I thought I told
you these %eople were there,

T 1162. ou have only told me the woman and Mr, White? Mr. White and Mr.
ylor.

163. Was Mr. Taylor there? Yes, he was.

164. You only remembered when I asked you? No,

- 165. You remembered it before? Yes.

166. Are there any other names you would like to keep back? No, there are
no other names. There was one other gentleman whom I did not know.

167. Perhaps you could identify him by looking aronnd ? I do not see him.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

168. There is no officer of the Department can settle any matter of this kind
without authority ? No.

By Mr. Mulock :
169. Was Mr. White, the Minister of the Interior, there ? No, Sir.

By Mr. Bowell :

170. Was Mr, Mulock there? No.
171. Were Mr. Mills and Mr. Cook at your office? No.
8
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By Mr. White (Renfrew) s

172. Since this much has been ascertained as to who visited your office to-day,
will you tell us who visited your office yesterday with the view of baving access to
these papers 7 Nobody came to my room.,

1133. dDo you know of any gentleman visiting the Department yesterday? I
only heard.

174. Do you know that Mr. Mills was there? I did not hear that Mr, Mills was
there.

176. Did you hear that Mr. Mulock was there ? I do not think go,

176. Was Mr. Edgar there ? I do not think so.

177. Do you know if Mr. Cook was there? T heard so.

Mr. Cook.—Yes, I was there.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

178. 1 should be very sorry to accuse these gentlemen, either by implication or
in any other way, of having stolen documents from the Department, and inasmuch
a8 I would bave liked to have seen this document, the imputation of the honorable gen-
tleman is not a fair one. However, as Mr., Plummer says he has not the evidence in
his possession, I will endeavor to get it in another way. Do you know of any negotia-
tions having been in progress between the time at which you got instructions to
renew the bond of $1,800, in 1875, and the time when the payment was made in 1878,
having reference to a remission of part of the dues or the whole of them? Yes.

: 179. What were those negotiations? Mr. Cook made a statement and wrote a
etter.

1>0. Have you the lotter there ? I have & copy of the letter and a copy of the
statement, and you have the original there.

181, That is the one of 18767 No, that was in 1877.

18 182, There was one in 1877 was there? There was nothing between 1875 and
7.

183. There was nothing after the letter read by the chairman until 1677, What
was done then? Mr, Cook wrote to the Minister of the Interior, Hon. Mr. Mills,
that letter which has been read by the chairman. :

184. Dated 3rd February, 1877? Yes.

185, Is this the letter ? Yes. (See Exhibit A.)

186. Accompanying this letter of 1877, there was & statement purporting to
show the loss incurred by Mr. Cook on the cutting and sale of that timber? Yes.

187, Will you look at that and see it itis the staterment which accompanied Mr.
Cook’s letter ? ~ That is the statement,

188. What does that statement show; will you read it, please? It is enclosed
in his letter:

By Mr. Davies :

189. Is it signed by anybody ? No. .

190. How do you know it was an enclosure; is there anything to show that?
Yes, the figures. The statement is contained in the letter as well as on the sheet.
The $1,800 and the $1,486. )

191. What makes you able to identify it as an enclosure, that is all I want to
know? They sent me a copy of it.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

192. Will you just look at the document and read it for me, please?  The
letter from Mr. Cook, accompanying this retucn reads thus. (See Exhibit A.)

193, Will you state to the Committee whether it is customary 1n your Depart-
Mment to take into consideration in collecting dues upon timber cut upon Indian
lands, the profit or loss sustained by the person manufacturing them? I think it
I8 not.

9
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194, As a matter of fact, it is not? No.

195. You have a fixed charge to make on these returns? Yes.

196. Have you any personal knowledge as to how these logs were disposed of
after they were cut? No.

197. Do you know what mills they were taken to? Not of my own knowledge,

198. Have you had any information as to what mills they went to ? No.
- 199, Was it your duty to ascertain what became of them after they were cut?

o.

200. You don’t know what became of them ? No.

201. The charge ot dues upon this license was made on the return submiited to
the Department by Mr. Cook himself or by some one in his employ ? Yes,

202, Was there any evidence submitted along with this to show that there had
been any over-return of the logs made originally 2 I think you will find the state-
.ment msde there by Mr, Cook’s bookkeeper.

203. Wasit a declaration ? Yes.

204. Is this the declaration? (See ExhibitJ.) Yes.

205. Did you know Mr. Telfer? I knew him very well—intimately. He used
to come to my office very often.

206. What was his occupation ? He was a book-keeper.

207. He was bookkeeper for Mr. Cook. Was he bookkeeper in Toronto, or at
the mills in Midland, where the logs were cat? He lived in Toronto.

208. Did he live in Toronio constantly? I know he lived in Toronto and
attended to Cook’s business in his office.

209. Did not he go to the mills in summer ? I do not know that.

210. Where is he now? He is dead.

By Mr. Davies ;

211, The witness received a letter from Ottawa on the 8th February, 1877, in
reply to that communication in which he is instructed to make a careful investigation
into the facts, 1 want to know if, when he received that letter, he complied with
the order, and where his report is ? I will answer that, (See Exhibit K.)

212. Did you make a report? Not at that time.

213. Did yoa make & report pursuant to that order ? I made a report a year
and eight months afterwards.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

214. You were asked to make a report ? Yes.

215. Did you make such a1eport? I did not at that time.

216. How long afterwards did you make that report? I made the report about
& year and seven or eight months afterwards.

217, Were you requested afterwards by the Minister to make a report ? No.

218, Or by anyone else? Yes; by Mr. Cook,

219. Did he urge you to make a report ? Yes,

220, Was it before or after the election of 18787 Was it before or after the 17th
September, 1878 ? . I believe it was before and after.

221. Was he more urgent after than before ? All that I know is, that he
requested me to report.

222. As 8 matter of fact, you did make a report on the 30th of September,
187827 Yes.

223. Will you listen while I read it to you? (See Exhibit «“L.”)

224. That was your report? Yes. .

225. Will you state to the Committee where you got the information upon which
you stated that you had made enquiry ? From whom did you make the enquiry 18
the case? As far as the loss on the transaction was concerned, I had no means O
making enquiry except from Cook himself, As far as the quality of the timber Wa8
concerned, I saw that myself.

10
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226. What I want to get at is this: You stated you are satisfied that Cook lost
by the t)raneactlon. I'take it that the Department had nothing to do with that? (No
answer.

By Mr. White (Cardwell) ;

227. Cook made no report to you as to the over-return? I could not get
evidence as to the over-return. There was never any evidenco before me.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

228, I see in one of Cook’s letters he says he was unable to got the timber on
account of its inferior quality, and yet, in his letter sent to the Do artment asking
for a rebate of dues, he gives credit for sales of this lumber in December, 1873. Did
you make any enquiry from Cook as to how this discrepancy occurred between his
letter and the statement ? I don’t think I did in that form,

229. Will you look at your report to the Department, and tell me what is the
writing on the margin, and who wroteit? Itis ¢ Allow Mr, Cook the remission to
which Telfer’s declaration shows he is entitled. Signed, D. M.”

230. Who is D. M. ? It is the Hon. Mr. Mills’ handwriting.

231. Do you know, as & matter of fact, whether the Department took any means
to ascertain, between the time he made application for a rebate of the dues and the
time the timber was cut—some four years— whether the timber was over-returned,
or whether it was not? I think not.

232. They did not take any means to ascertain it; were you instructed to ? No
further than you see there.

233. Do you know the practice, in the Province of Ontario, relating to returns
of lumber for duty ? I am not familiar with it.

234. How were these returns made to you; were they made by giving the length
and diameter of each log? Yes.

235. And computed by the Department? I think by Scribner’s rule. i

236. By the seme rule as adopted in the Crown Lands Department in Ontario
to estimate the number of logs returned ? Yes.

237. Was that done by the Department ? The return was checked by the Depart-
ment. T

238. You have no knowledge of the practice that prevails in the Province of
Ontario? No. o

239. Do you know anything about lumber transactions ? I am familiar with the
lumber transactions connected with the Indian Department, because it is specially
under my charge.

240, Did you not think it a singular circumstance that a retarn ghould be made
of 2,400,000 feet? A sworn statement by Cook’s agent or employé to the Depart-
ment of 2,400,000 ?

By Mr. Mulock :
241. Is that a sworn statement? Oh, yes, or we would not have taken it.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

242. Would not you think it a singular circumstance that & return should })e
made by Mr, Cook's employé of 2,424,976 feet, When there was actually only
1,500,000 ; I want to know from you if any other transactions ever came to your
knowledge between the Department and persons holding licenses from the Depﬁart.
ment to cut timber ; has there ever been an application investigated sh,owmg a %1 or-
ence of some 40 per cent. more returned than was actually cut ? Idon't remeuzi er ads
to the percentage of difference, but I have known of timber being over-returned, an

1t has been remeasured.
243, By order of the Department ? Yes, remeasured arnd returned under solemn

11
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244, Do you know of any cases where a remission has been made except under
the circumstances you have just related, with the exception of this particular case?
1 do not remember any similar case.

By the Chairman :

245. Do you know whether Mr. Cook’s timber was remeasured or not ? I should
judge trom the statement it was impossible to remeasure it five years after it was cut.

By Mr. Davies :

246, There is no other possible way of proving the over-return than by making
an affidavit? Oh, yes; in the case I refer to it was remeasured at once.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

247. Have you ever known of cases where an application was made for a rebate
of dues four years after the lumber was represented to be cut and sold ? No.

248. This appears on the face of it then that the lumber was sold on the 31st
December, 1873, and the application for a rebate was made in 1877. Has any case
ever come to your knowledge, in your management of the timber on the Indian lands,
where an application bad been made for a remission of duty four years after the
lumber had been represented to have been sold, no application having been made in
the interval ? I do not remember any case.

By Mr, Mulock:

249. Do you know Mr, Telfer, who made that declaration? T knew him.

260. How long did you know him ? I suppose I knew him for perhaps five or
six years. I do not remember exactly.

251, Did you know him pretty well? Not intimately.

252. You had business dealings with him ? He used to come to my office and
transact Mr, Cook’s business.

253. You had an opportunity of judging of his business attainments? As far as
that went.

254. What were they in your opinion ? I think he was an efficient officer.

255. Did you consider him an accarate man in his busiriess ? I never had any
reagon to think oltherwise.

256. Did he appear to be a competent bookkeeper ? I should think so.

257. Do you know anything about his reputation? I never heard anything
against him. .

258. Would the sworn declaration to that effect satisfy youn that there had been
a misaake if you had had it? That would satisfy me as far as the books were con-
cerned.

269. He makes a sworn declaration that there was an over-return of saw-logs
and lumber cut from saw-logs ; suppose Mr. Telfer on giving you this declaration had
said to you that he had gone to the mills and had made thorough enquiry into the
matter in regard to which he had made the declaration ? I shouald have told him he

. was too late. .

260. But from your knowledge of his character, if he had told you he had sati¢
fied himself as to the accuracy of his affidavit before he had made it, would you have
been satisfied with the affidavit? I could not doubt his affidavit.

261. Then if he had offered that affidavit to you you would not have doubted the

" correctness of it ? I conld not have doubted his word or statement,
262. Ard you have no reason to doubt his word or statement? No.
263. And you have no reason to doubt his word or declaration? No.

By Mr. Davies :

264. You stated that if any sub.application had been made and you had beer
asked to report upon it you would have told the applicants they were too late? S0
far as the over return was concerned.

" 12
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265. And you would have thought it an improper thing to correct the mistake
then? Yes.

266. 1f I produce your report in which you report the very opposite, what would
you say ? 1 did not say that.

267. You say, “as to the rebate, Mr. Cook would be fairly entitled to such amount
as he might be able to show to the satisfaction of the Department had been over
returned ” ? I said, ¢ to the satisfaction of the Department,” but he could not show
it to the satisfaction of the Department.

By Mr. White (Cardwell) :

268. I understand this bond was given in 1872? In 1873,

299. The paper read to you shows that the lumber was sold in 1873 ¢ In Deo-
ember, 1873.

270, In 1875, am I right, on the Hth July, 1875, he asked for a renewal of that
bond ? I think he did.

271. Is there anything in the Dopartment, any statement in.the Department at
that time accompanying hig application for a renewal, showing that there had been
an over-return of lInmber ? No,

272. And the lumber at that time had been sold for two years ? It had been sold
for two years before.

273. As I understand it, it was only on 3rd of February, 1877, a year and seven
months after the renewal of the bond, that the first statement was made to the Depart-
ment that there had been an over return ? Yes.

274. Five years after ? About that.

By Mr. Davies :

275. And you report that he is fairly entitled to it? No; unless he can show
it to the satisfaction of the Department.

By Sir Richard Cartwright :

276. How did you think that satisfactory information could be obtained about
this business when you reported on 30th September, 1878; what claes of intormation
would have satisfied you then? When I received that letter in 1877, I felt it was
ug’;ﬂ y impossible for me to make an investigation as to an over-return of timber in
1873.

277. Did you so report? I did not so report. I daresay you can understand
there are reasons why people do not so report. I did not even acknowledge the letter.
1 wanted to see what more would come.

By Mr. White (Hastings) :
278. Would it be possible to measure the lumber, seeing that it had gone into
buildings and houses? You will have to enquire of a practical builder or carpenter
about that.

By Mr. Davies :

279. When you reported to the Department on 30th September that Mr. Cook
would be fairly entitled to such amount as he might be able to show to the satisfac-
tion of the Department had been over-returned, was there any other mode of show-
ing how it had been done than by his books and the affidavits of his clerks ? [ think
You will find that he has never done it by his books. "

280, Was there any other mode in Which he could show the over-retarns to tlal et
satisfaction of the Department than by the affidavit of his book keeper? Att :
{ime I presume not, as Mr, White says it would be difficult then to measure the

umber,

281. So that he took the only mode to satisfy the Department that, to your
1‘mowledge, was open to him ? You can see as to that as well as I can.

13
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282. I want you to say whether that is 80 or not? I do not know, Do not you
think if you had employed a man

283. Never mind what I think? Why did he not get the man who made the
return to make the affidavit ?

284 What man? The man who made the return of the timber in the first
place; the man who swore that there were so many feet.

2~5. How many affidavits did you want ; now in 1878 you said that if the Depart.
ment was eatisfied Mr. Cook would be entitled to the rebate; do you know of any
other evidence the Department could have had ? I do not know.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
286. Was there ever any return made by Mr. Cook to the Department, of a

remessurement, of a measurement subsequent to the original return ? No.
287, There was never any return made of a remeasurement ? No.

By Mr. White (Cardwell) :

2-8. Might it not have been possible that Mr. Cook might have had evidence
himself of a remeasurement at the time, which he could have furnished the Depart-
ment? I should think so.

289. He could have produced the man who made the remeasurement? I should
think so.

By Mr. Foster :

290, Upon what points were you asked to report ? 1 was asked to report, as far
as I can say, upon the amount over-returned, and to say what recommendation I would
make in regard to the rebate.

291, You were asked. to report upon that point and that one point only ? Yes.

292. That is, as to the over-return? Yes.

293. And as to whether you would recommend that he should be paid for that
over-return ? Yes.

294. Did you report upon that simply ? I did not report upon the over-return
because I could not do it.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

295. What distance was it from the point at which those logs were to be cut to
the point to which they were to be sent? 1 cannot quite say; probably less than
twenty miles.

296. Were they mixed with other logs? I cannot say.

By Mr. Davies :

297. Does it not zppear from Mr. Telfer’s affidavit that the fraud Mr. Cook
alleges was only discovered after the cutting of the timber ? I should like to read it
before I answer that question.

298, Were it possible that they could have got a remeasurement; have you any
reason (o believe that there ever was a remeasurement ? 1 had no idea about it.

299. You know then it did not take place; as a matter of fact, it was only from
a return of the cutting of the timber that you could ascertain the facts ? I think not

300. How else could you do it? You must understand that I am not a sawmill

man,
301. I do not care whether you are a sawmill man or not; you have stated that
there is another mode of ascertaining after the cutting of the timber ; I want to know
how ; do you withdraw that statement, or do you reaffirm it, and if you reaffirm it,
what was the mode ? I withdraw that statement; I do not know anything about it.

302. Then there was only oue mode? I would like to see Mr, Telfer's statement
before I make any other statement. Mr. Telfer says there was an over-return of saw-
logs. I say they could find out an over or under-return of sawlogs before they cut
them by counting them.

14
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By Mr. Cook :

303, Can you measure logs in the water? You can measure them as you pull
them up to the mill.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

304, From your knowledge of lumber transactions and from your knowledge of
Mr. Cook as a practical lumberman, do not you think that if there had been so great
a discrepancy between the two statements it would have forced itself upon him and
those who had charge of his business before it was cut up; at all events you make
this statement that the lumber might have been remessured when it was brought
into the mill? I think so.

By Mr. Whits (Cardwell) :

305. These were Indian lands ? Yes.

306, This was Indian timber? Yes.

307. Is it the rule that the proceeds of these timber sales go to the Indian fund
for the benefit of the Indians ? Yes, of course.

308, The money belongs to the Indians ? Yes.

By Mr. Bowell :

309. Did Mr. Cook cut cordwood ? No; that permission was withdrawn.

310, After your protest or before? After my protest.

311, And no license was issued subsequent to that ? No.

312. He never made any return of cordwood cut ? I do not believe he ever cut
any.

By Mr. Somerville (Brant) :

313, You have been up in that section of country ? Yes.

314. When were you up there last? I think I was there in 1880 or 1882,

315. You extended your tour up into Algoma at that time, did not you? No.

316. Were you in Algoma in 1883 ? I was taking my holiday there in 1883,

317, About what time were y ou taking your holiday ? Some time in the sum-
mer,

318. Your son was a candidate in the local election up there, was not he ? Yes, 1
suppose he had a right to be. . . .

319. You were up there electioneering for him ? IfIdid I had a right to.

320. You were electioneering for your son, were you not ?

The Chairman ruled that the question need not be answered. )

321. Were you up in Algoma at the late general election for the Legislature of
Ontario, when your son was a candidate, and were you electioneering for your son ?
If the Chairman says I must answer that I will, .

322. Did you have leave from your Department to go up at that time ? Ihad
my usual leave of absence. .

323. Did you apply for special leave of absence on that occasion ? No. I liked

324, That was your ordinary time ? Yes, aud I had a right to go where I like ”

323, And as a matter of fact you went up ther9 to devote your atten’iuiln
politica? I go up there every year. I lived in that district three years ago. avlci
land and property there, and & house there farnished. I have a right to go up as we
asg any)body else. . here? M lives up there

326, Does your son live up there y son li .

327. How {mg did you regnain up there during the election? I was there dur-
ing the time I had leave of absenceﬁ. timo the eleotion W8 goiné' on ?

328, ere there during the time the election > )

Thge gg:i;vma:l.-—You are gnot obliged to answer questionsas to your private

business, 15
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329. I want to know who started you to hunt for evidence in this case? 1did
not huut for evidence at all. 1 was instrocted, officially, two or three weeks ago.

330. Who instructed you? My ochiefs.

331. Who is your chief? You know, the head of the Department of Indian
Affairs.

332. Who is the chief of your Department ? The Chairman says I am not bound
to answer that, and I abide by his ruling. :

3:3. You have devoted the last two or three weeks to huniing up evidence in
this case? No, I have not.

334. You have then devoted two or three weeks to hunting up these papers? I
did not devote any time to searching for these papers until I was summoned here.

335. You said a moment ago you had been investigating this matter for the last
three weeks ? I did not say so.

336. Did you not say you had orders, three weeks ago, about this matter ? That
is another thing. A memorandum was before ,

The Chairman.—You have no right to say what your superior officer told you
to do; that was decided in another case yesterday,

337. I want to know what you did in following up those instructions? I did
nothing.

338, What were the instructions you got from your chief in respect to this
matter ? .

The Chairman ruled against the question.

334, Were they written instructions ? I do not think it would be consistent
with my duty to my chief to make any statement on that matter.

34u. When Mr. Gook came to your office and asked you to show him the docu-
ment? He never came to me and asked me to show him any document,

341. I understand he was refused access to the papers, and Mr. White and Mr.
Taylor were aliowed to see them ? I did not say they were in looking at the papers.
I gaid they were in my office.

342, Did they just eome in and sit down; did they not say anything? I dare
say they did.

343. What did they say ? I do not remember.

344. Did they say * good morning ”? Of course they did.

345, And did you say “good morning”? I suppose I did,

846. What was the conversation; what did it relate to? I asked them what
documents would be required.

347. What for? For this investigation. I had a right to enquire. They said,
the return, the bond, the correspondence relating to this matter, ‘Thatis the amount
of the conversation. I wasin a hurry. 1 did not sit down. They said they must
hurry off, and that was all. N

348. And then you produced the documents ? 1 produced all I could find.

4 849. And they had an examination of the documents ? No; because I could not
find all.

350. But the documents you produced they examined? Mr. White, I think,
looked at that document in which Mr, Cook makes his statement.

351, They had access to all these papers here to-day ? They had not time to
look over them ; they were in a bunch as they are now,

352. When they went away 1 suppose the documents weré in the office? I
followed them until they went away. )

353. Who took the documents? I got one of the clerks to put them into this
large envelope in which they came over.

354. How do you remember that this document that is missing was on your
table? I answered that before.

The Committee then adjourned,
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O1rawa, 27th May, 1886.
The Committee on Public Accounts met, Mg, RYERT in the Chair.
Mr. PLUMMER’S examination continued.
By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

355. Mr. Plummer, you stated at the last meeting of the Committee that you had
been unable to find a return that bad been made of the lumber cut in 1873. Have
you searched for it? Yes, ard 1 have not been able 10 find it. Before entering into
this question I would Iike to make a statement with reference to what occurred dur-
ing the last meeting. At the last investigation the question was asked when this
matter was referred tome. I replied, some two or three weeks ago., Since thattime
I have thought that matter over, and I would like to correct that statement, The
first I ever heard of the matter was after the motion was made in the House of Com-
mons and had been printed. The printed paper was handed to me, and [ was asked
to make a statement in reference to the questions therein contained. That would fix
the date when this matter was referred to me, I would like to add, also, that I never
heard a word on this questionin the Department until that time, in any shape or form,
from the time it was closed in 1873 until after the matter had been moved in the
House.

356. You say you have not been able to find the return made by Mr. Cook's
foreman ? No; I might say that I searched most diligently, and another gentleman
connected with the Department, who was my assistant in Toronto, also searched in
every place both he and I counld think of.

357. In this letter of Mr. Cook’s, dated 3rd February, 18117, he makes this state-
ment. (See Exhibit A.)

Did you understand the instructions you received from the Department to cover
the duties that had accrued upon those logs cut in 1876 ? I could not put my hand
on that letter when I was here last, but I told you I would have it in my papers, and
I have brought it with me now,

By Mr. Mulock :

358. That is the letter of the 5th of February, 18772 No, that is the letter of
3rd October, giving instructions to have the bond returned. (See Exhibit M.)

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
859. You were asked the other day if you got instructions from the Department
in relation to this letter ot Mr, Cook’s ? In 18777
360. Yes, in 1877 ? I did get a letter, and it was read here. -
361. I thought you said you could not find that letter ? No; hereisa letter of
the 8th of February, 1577, enclosing a copy of the letter of H. H. Cook, and of the
inclosnres therein ; that letter has been read over and over again. (See Exhlbnt

By the Chairman : .
362. There is another letter that you were asked to produce which you said had
been taken off the file? Yes, this is the letter. (See 'Exhlbnt M.) 1t was wrlgten
10 me instructing me as to what had occurred, and telling me to give up the bond.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
s to license holders,

363. Was it the practice of the Department to renew license .

Where the dues that lll)ad accrued had not been paid ? It was not the practice of 2:;
partment to renew licenses until the previousdues had been satistactorily accoun
for,

. . TETANT; Mn)‘
364, This letter of 3rd October reads as follows : (Sce Exhibit
You say it was the practice of the Department to renew licenses where there

are dues owing by the licensee ? Yes, I say that.
bz &7 17
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365. Mr. Cook, in his letter of the 3rd of February, 1877, makes the statement
that he bad cut some three or four hundred thousand feet of saw logs in the season
previous—1876-77. Were the dues upon those logs paid when that license was
renewed ? No.

366. Had that return been made of the quantity of timber cut by Mr. Cook ? No,

367. Had he ever been called upon to make any return ? Yes.

368, Prior to this letter of 3rd October, 18777 Yes,

369, You say he had been called upon ? Yes,

370. But had made no return ? No.

371. Did he, subsequently, make a return of the quantity of timber cut ? It was
made subsequently. ‘

372. How long afterwards ? Mr. Cook and his clerk did most of the business in
our office personaily,and he made a subsequent return, which I have here. The
roturn is made by Mr. Dollar. It is & very informal return, but it was the only one
we could get, and we had to act upon it.

373, Was Mr. Dollar an employé of Mr. Cook’s ? (See Exhibit N.) That is
the return you got for the timber that was alleged by Mr. Cook in his letter of the
3rd of February, 1877, to have been cut the season previous ? Yes. ,

374. And that is the first return you ever got ? That is the first return, and the

only one.
375. When did you collect the dues on that return ? I think that return was

made in February —

376, Of what year ? 1879, and if I recollect rightly,the dues were paid in the
following April, two months afterwards.

377. They had never been paid up to that time, or any return made of
them ? No.

378. And at the time this order was given by Mr. Mills’ direction, to the super-
intendent to renew the license, the dues had not been paid, and the license then was
renewed in violation of the regulation of the Department ?

Mr. Mulock objects.

379. It was contrary to the practice? Yes; the rule of the Department is this:
That no license can be renewed until the dues on the timber previously cut have
been satisfactorily accounted for.

M) 381(}. Is this the letter that you said was missing from your file? (See Exhibit
M. 8.

381. Will you tell me where you found it? I found it, as I told you, in my
office. It had slipped off the file. I told Mr. Mulock at the last meeting that I had
seen the letter that morning in my office, and that I was quite sure I could find it.

382. Where did you find it? In my office.

Cross-examined by Mr. Mulock :

383. Has there ever been a rebate made to any person where there has been an
-erroneous return ? I mentioned & case the other day.

584, What case do you mean? A case where timber had been over-returned,
‘and & claim was made on account of that over-return, and the agent was instructed
to have the timber remeasured. They would not allow a rebate on it unless the
timber was remeasured.

385. Did it turn out in this particular case that there had been a return of more
Jumber than the logs actually turned out ? Yes,

356, That was the result? Yes.

387, And the lumberman got credit then, I suppose, for the amount of the over-
return ? Yes, after it was satisfactorily proved to the Department.

388, What was the name of the man? Mr. Power.

389, Do you remember what number of feet he over-returned ? I cannot state
from memory,

390. About how much? I cannot say.

18
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391. There was a considerable mistake? It was a mistake large enough for Mr.
Power to take a great interest in the matter and to report it to the Department for
re-measurement,

392. I am told that in that case the return was something like two million feet,
and the-amount allowed to him in regard to his mistake was something approaching
a million feet ? I do not remember.

393. So that where mistakes or over-returns are make, the Government will allow
them to be rectified if they can be satisfied of the mistake ? In this particular case
which you refer to there was a good deal of correspondence about it, and the Depart-
ment refused to hear the thing at all until it wasarranged that the timber should be
remeasured by an unconcerned man appointed by our agent and the lumberman.

394. The timber had not yet been sold ? It had not been sold and it had not been
cut.

h395. Was it possible to remeasure it? Yes, and the re-return was made under
oath.

396. So that, I suppose, the practice in your Department is to correct mistakes
when they are satisfactorily proved to the Department? It is the duty of the Depart-
ment, I suppose, to do so.

397. 1 believe there is something in the Indian Act to allow the Departmert to
accept satisfactory bonds from lumbermen in part paymentof dues? There is some-
thing in the license. Af any rate it is the rule.

398, To accept payment partly in cash and partly by bond ?  Yes.

399. So that in Mr. Cook’s case you were not departing from the practice in
taking his bond ? By no means.

By Sir Richarad Cartwright :

400. Did you find the original return? No, I did not, but I have the Torouto
books there,

By Mr. Mulock :

401, Will you take the return contained in Mr., Cook’s letter of February, 1877,
and tell me how much each log averaged, according to that return? Well thatis a
matter of calculation, and Mr. Dalton, the gentleman who is connected with me in
the Departmient, would make & calculation for you if you were to examine him. The
number of logs is as follows .—

Cut at Bockwith Island...ccceeereness soseceeriosesssoscasescsesaccese ?,Q22
do Giant’s Tomb Island.....cccereeceresenssacosnacasesceciasce 3,605
do Christian 1slands..cecesseiees reesserasneteniaetaantasentiiesen 9,967

Making atotal of....ccee ... veseresssssssns sosesens 10,094

By Mr. Charlton :
401}. What is the number of feet ? 2,424,937.

By Mr. White (Rentrew) :
402. That would be about 155 feet to the log ? Yes.

By Mr. Mulock ; \
403. Have you got a return made by Mr. Cook for the timber he cut on these
islands tn 1876 ? You have got what Mr. Dollar stated ? Yes, ‘+ does or nob.
404. Does that show the number of logs ? I forget now whether i
It do t give th mber of logs. .
:851.10A§<:;§din§ It::)li:his letstergof 3rd Oatober, 1878, from Mr. Mex:{dxhh e e‘:-;;il:len
Department, to you, Mr. Cook had paid everything that he owed, a; thr‘renewal th
appeared to understand ? Yes, I would gather that from the fact of the
o license, )
5—23% L)
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406. This letter from Mr. Meredith to you, directing the renewal of the license
states that Mr. Cook had paid up the balance owing by him to the Department ?
Yes.

40%. If that were correct, there was nothing irregular, was there, in renewing
that license ? No, not if that was correct.

408. If that was correct—if Mr, Cook had paid all up—there was nothing irregu-
lar? I don’t think there was.

409, In this letter from Mr. Meredith of the 3rd October, 1878, you are asked to
forward & copy of the license in question in your office to the Department, for its
renewal, Did youdoso? I am not guite sure.

410. Can your papers there refresh your memory? I do not think they do.

411, Did you not obey the orders given you in this letter ? I might have done
80, but I am not quite sure.

412, Do you think you did, or did not? Are you in the habit of neglecting your
duty ? No, Sir; Mr. Cook will remember that I used to issue licenses myself to him.

413. Did you do what you were told here—sgend a copy of the license to him ? I

resume I did. I have no direct evidence of it.

414, Is there any evidence in your office showing when you did it? I have not
come across any such papers; I have not looked over them.

415. Look at your file for October, 1878, and see if you find any communication
with Ottawa ? I find my letter in reply to that letter of 11th October, which was
read and copied there. I don’t find any reference to it in that letter. I went more
particularly into the accounts. You have the letter of the 11th.

416, When was the license renewed to Mr. Cook, as a matter of fact? I will
give you the date. I{ was renewed on the 2nd October, 1878.

417. What was the meaning of that clause in the letter from Mr. Meredith to

ou, saying to return your copy for renewal ? You can put what interpretation you
ike upon it.

418. Was the license issued to Mr. Cook on the 2nd of October? Yes. (See
Exhibit F.)}

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
419. Is this a copy of the license? Yes,
By Mr. Mulock :

420, But you cannot find when you sent your copy down ? No, I cannot. The
next letter I addressed to the Department was on the 11th, and the next was on the
21st. On the 21st of November, 1878, I wrote the Department as follows :—(See
Exhibit O).

The reason of that was, that when renewing the license at Ottawa, instead of
charging the full amount of renewal fees they only charged three yesars, and Mr.
Cook at that time was owing four year’s renewal fees, and I called attention to it.

421, Did it never happen that you made a mistake in your Department before?
That was not a mistake. .

@ 422. But is there never a mistake made in your Department? Oh, I daressy
ere is. )

423, Was there never an accident made before in charging to a licensee ? I never
heard of any such case.

424, Under what jurisdiclion are the Christian Islands—under Dominion or
Local? Under Dominion jurisdiction,

425. Was there not some question of law on that point ? I could not say as to
that, but I have heard so. It is not with the Department.

426. Under what jurisdiction are the islands lying to the north of the Christian
Islands? The islands lying north and west, and some east of the Christian:Islands,
as far north-west as Moose Deer Point, :

20



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 5.) A. 1886

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

427. As a malter of fact, at the time the order was given by Mr, Meredith for a
renewal of this licenss, the dues i{that had accrued in 1875 had not been paid? No;
as I remarked before, they were paid in the following April.

428. Do you know of anything having been cut by Mr. Cook on these islands
that were not included in the license? You say the Indians would not agree to the
cutting of cordwood. Do you know whether cordwood was cut or not? Not per-
sonally by Mr. Cook, but T believe by his orders.

By Mr. Mulock :

- 429. Have you looked at the books that were in Otlawa at that time—in 18787
es.

430. I mean the books showing Mr, Cook’s account with the Department. Have
you looked to see whether or not his account appeared balanced off, by the payment
of that $483.76? It did not balance. I have the statement here from our books.

431. I am only asking you how it appeared in the books at Ottawa? I do not
know anything about the accounts,

432, Have you looked at the books? I have not.

433. Are the books that were in Ottawa at that time, and under the control of
the Department, in the room here now? I do not know,

434, Well, I know. They are behind you. Will you produce them and turn up
Mr. Cook’s account of 1878, and tell me whether or not he is a debtor ? I have not
the Ottawa books here. I am sorry that [ eannot oblige you, but these are simply
my returns, If you wish to have the Ottawa books here, and will summon the
accountant, he will no doubt appear with pleasure, but that is not in my Dapart-
ment,

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

435. You say that wood had been cut on these islands by the authority of Mr.
Cook. Was there anything else that was not included in the license, that had been
cut for his benefit, and by his authority ? Yes.

436. What was it ? There was cedar and tamarac, and a quantity of hemlock
bark.

437. When was this stuff cut ? I think it was in 1873, )

438. Did Mr, Cook pay any dues upon those articles ? Mr. Cook did not ; we
had to collect it from the parties who cat it.

439. Did they cut under Mr. Cook’s authority ? They alleged that they bad cat
under his authority.

£40. T thiok Mr. Mulock asked you whether or not, by the books of the Depart-
ment, there appeared to have been anything due by Mr. Cook over and above the
amount that was stated in this statement that was sent to you 1n September, 18782
That is in the letter that I now produce.

441, 'This letter, as I understand it, written on 3rd February, 1377, appears to be
addressed to Hon. David Mills, Minister of the Interior (see Extubit * A ), and in
that letter he claims not only a release of the bond given at that time, but also &
remission of the dues on three or four hundred thousand foet of saw logs cut on
those islands. I presume you would accept that as evidence that timber had been cat
there on which dues had not been paid ? That was written in 1877 od

442, Yes, and what I want to get at is this : Had the Dopartment any kno: 3 get,
in 1878, of the fact that Mr. Cook had cut timber in 1875 76, upon which dness1 ad no
been paid ? They could not fail to have knowledge of the tact, having that letter in
their possession.

By Mr. Mulock:
443. Was the letter of Fobruary, 187; ) sent to you? A copy of it was.
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By Mr. Cook -

444, On what island was the cordwood cut? I did not say cordwood, I said
cedar, tamarac and hemlock bark,

445. On what island was it cut? On Beausoliel Island tamarac and cedar were
cut by & man named Valley, a hotel keeper at Wyebridge. I went to him about it,
and he told me he had your authority.

446. My license did not cover that? No.

447. And then I would have nothing to do with that part of the timber ou the
island? No.

448. Of course I could not give him any authority for cutting it. The only
authority I had, was on timber covered by my license ? Well, he states-—

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

449. Inreference to this siuff that was cut on this icland, did you take any steps
to collect dues upon the tan bark? Yes, as well as 1 remember, 1 seized the bark.

450, When was that action taken by the Department? In 1878.

451, What time? I do not remember. I think there is a letter from one of the
parties stating that he had got his authority from Mr, Cook.

452, The dues were collected ? The dues were collected by us from the parties.
who cut the bark, We collected dues upon about 800 cords.

453. No return was ever made by Mr. Cook upon the stuff so alleged to have
been cut? No.

454. Do you know who wrote that letter of September, 1877? This is a letter
that I received, dated 7th September, 1877, It is as follows. (See Exhibit P.)

455. Who signed that letter ? It is signed by Francis la Forge and Jean Baptiste
Quesrelie, per somebody. They enclosed a copy of a letter written by Mr. Cook to-
them. This was their authority, (See Exhibit Q.)

By Mr. Somerville (Brant) :

456. As I understand the matter, this question as to Mr. Cook’s claim for a.
rebate, and his indebtedness, was referred to you about a year and eight months
before you saw fit to take any action upon it; is that so ? I believe so.

457, Why did you delay ? I answered that question when I was here before.
The fact of the matter was, the thing was so unusual that I scarcely knew what to
do with it, and 1 waited, as I told you, to see if it was again referred, and to find out
what I could do in the meantime.

458. When you find any difficulty in the management of your part of the Depart-
ment, you would enquire of your superior officer, would you not? I got allthe
information I could on the question. They sent me Mr. Cook’s statement and copies
of his letters.

459. The fact is you neglected to discharge your duty for a year and eight.
months? [ do not know that I neglected it.

460. But you did not attend to it at the time? I did not.

461. 1f you had, would not this matter have been settled in the early part of
1877, instead of being left over until 18787 [ will answer that by asking ——

462. The question I asked is this: if you had attended to your duty as an officer
of the public when this matter was referred to you in 1877, and if ar enquiry bad
taken place when Mr. Cook’s claim was put in, would not this matter have been set-
tled a year and eight months before it was? I don’t think so.

463. Why not? Because it was impossible for me to investigate it.

464. But you say it was investigated afterwards ? I told you that the only way
I could investigate a matter of this kind was through Mr. Cook’s own office.

465, The only conclusion I can come to is, that you neglected your duty, and
that is the reason why the settlement of the claim was put off for so Jong? I cannot
help your conclusion.

466. You accomplished a settlement afterwards? You have my letter there,
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467. 1f a settlement was made in 1878 on your report, a year and eight months
after it was referred to you, could not the same settlement have been made one year
and eight months previously, if you had reported ? I do not think it is quite fair to
ask such a question. If I answer you according to the dictates of my conscience, I
should say it was utterly impossible.

468. How did you arrive at a settlement afterwards? It was not reached by
me. It was not made on my report. Read my report and you will see.

469. You say it is the practice of the Department to conrider claims for rebate,
when mistakes are made by men engaged in the lumber business, and that a case
recently occurred—the case of Mr. Power? Yes.

470. You say it is the practice of the Government to correct mistakes when
they are made? If they are brought under the attention of the department in
sufficient time.

471. You seem to have very good memory in regard to this matter of Mr.
Cook’s. You can remember what took place in Toronto six years ago? 1 would
le lci}ke ];chis committee to go away with the impression that I am prejudiced against

r. Cook.

472. You seem to remember everything about Mr. Cook, and nothing about Mr.
Power? That is not fair. I have nothing against Mr. Cook, but you seem to try to
brow-beat me, in order to force me into a corner, and into a position of antagonism
I do not want to take,

473, Have you a good memory ? . My memory is not so good as it used to be,
but I can remember things that took place ten years ago better than things that
ocourred last week. :

4'74. I want to know if you remember anything about this settlement that took
place recently with Mr, Power ? I stated it all just now.

475. You stated that you did not remember ? I did not state that.

476. 1 want to know what you do remember about that? I would beg to refer
:l}\mt question to the Deputy, who is here, and who understands the question better

an 1 do. )
. 471. When did Mr. Power get his license? Soms years ago.
478. When did he cut these logs he is asking for a rebate on? I think it was.

in 1884-85.
479. He is asking for a rebate now on logs cut in 1884-85? No, he asked for a

rebate before they were touched.
480. Where were they re-measured? At his mill, one by one.

By My. Cook : .
481. In the log or in the lumber? In thelog. The return is checked, and there
is an affidavit.

By Mr. Somerville (Brant) :
482. T want to ask you one more question in regard to matters that are tran-

spiring, because it seems to me that your memory is of a convenient character ? I
am gorry to say that your remark, as were your remarks the other day, is not becom-

ing at all. o

483, Perhaps you may think so, bot we don’t all think in the same way. You
stated here at the last meeting that you had been hunting through the oﬂiceftor
evidence in this case, and that you had been instructed to do so three weeks before

the enquiry took place ? I did not say so. )
48q4. Yyou statI.)ed that this matter had been brought to your attention three weeil:s
before, and you tried to correct that statement here to-day? I did not correct Lhe

statement that I had been looking for papers.

By My, White (Renfrew) :
485. You say that in the case of Mr. Power a rebate was made? Yes.
23
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486, Was that made upon a remeasurement of the timber in the logs? A
remeasurement of the timber in the logs.

487. Aund a sworn return being made to the Department? A sworn return
being made.

488. Do you know, in your experience, in connection with the Department of
Indian Affairs, of any case in which a rebate has been made, except upon such testi-
mo:ly as that you referred to in the case of Mr., Power ? I do not know any case
at all.

489. Was it possible, under the ordinary practice adopted by ihe Department, to
obtain any information in 1878, in relation to the quantity of timber cut and sold in
1873 7 1 think not. I know of no way of doing it.

By Mr, Davies :

490. Did you make any statement as to when the timber was sold ? Mr. Cook
makes the statement himself.

By Mr. White '(Renfrew) :

491. What I want to ascertain is whether, under the practice followed by the
Department in regard to applications for a rebate, it is possible for the Department
10 obtain information other than what Mr. Cook chose to give ? 1 do not see any
other way.

By Mr, Cook :

492, Whereabouts were Mr. Power’s logs measured ? At the mill,
493. In the water ? I did not go up there, but they swore they measured the

dogs.
By Sir Richard Cartwright ;

494. I want.to know what check the Department has in its practice on the
pumber of logs cat. Mr. Cook, you see, returned 1,600 odd logs. How did you, a8
a.ent for the Department, know whether that was right ? The only check we had
au that time was the sworn return of the party himself or his agent.

495. You have no check, in fact, on the number of logs ? That was the practice
of the Department in those days.

By Mr. Mulock :

496, Read that letter ? (Letter read.) (See Exhibit R.)
496%. Did you receive that letter ? I did, Sir.

Mr. L. VaNKOUGHNET, called and examined :—
By Mr. Mulock :

497, You are Deputy Minister of Indian Affairs? Yes,
498, When did $ou show the papers in y-ur office to anyone first, since this en-
:‘;lﬁry }:)egan? I did not show the papers to anyone at all. They were shown to me
ough.
499, By whom ? By Mr. Plummer.
500. When was that? After the enquiry was made in the House,
] 501. Was that the first time you heard of the matter in your office, of late? Of
ate, yes,
502. I mean this Session ? Yes, in fact, ever since the thing took place.
503. How did this matter come to be allowed to be left sleeping for eight years
in the Department? Because it was settled ; it was a settled matter.
504. How did it come to be brought to light ? I cannot tell you that.
505. Did anybody have access to your books or papers without your knowledze ?
Not with my knowledge. :
24
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506. I say without ? I cannot say without my knowledge, because that might
beso. With my knowledge no one has. Y 8o e

507. You could not be sure of the fidelity of your staff? With my knowledge no
one saw the papers,

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

508. Have you apy knowledge of the authority npon which the remission of these
dues was made 10 Mr. Cook ? The whole thing had passed out of my mind so entirely
that it was almost news to me when I came to look at the papers Mr, Plummer
showed me. I had entirely forgotten about the thing, and if I had been asked I should
probably have stated that no such transaction had taken place. But when, after look-
ing over the papers Mr. Plummer handed me, I saw 8 memorandum by myself upon
ihem which convinced me that I had had the matter brought under my notice.
The way I account for the matier not having formally been brought under my notice,
or probably the Minister not having asked me to report on it, was due to the fact that
I was absent from Ottawa at the time the rebate was made.

509. Wae an Order in Council ever passed in relation to this matter granting
the remission to Mr, Cook? Not that I am aware of,

510. Is the sole authority for the remission that memorandum made by Mr.
Mills, then Minister of the Interior? So far as I am aware, that is the sole anthority.

611. How are these moneys applied that are obtained from the dues on timber
cut on Indian lands ? They go to the credit of the Indians.

512. Are they used for the benefit of the Indians? They are; that is the interest.
upon them.

Mr. H. H. Cooxk, called and examined :—
By Mr. Muloek :

513. When did you first get a license to cut timber on the Christian Islands ? In
1870.

514, From the Dominion Government ? From the Dominion Government.

515. When did you commence lumbering on these islands ? In 1871-72.

516, What did you cut? Square timber.

517. Anything else? Not that year.

518. Did you take off all the square timber? I took all the large trees that
would make square timber. ) . i

519. When did you cut the logs that are the subject of this enquiry ? In the
winter of 1872-73. .

520. In the summer of 1873 where werc these logs? They were towed into
Midland Zarbour, from the island to the mill.

521. When was your mill erected ? In 1872-73. i ¢

522, It was begun in 18727 It was begun in 1872 and finished about the last o
1873. o e
523, And up to that time had you facilities for cutting timber ? No, in fact tlga:
was my first sawmill operation. I had manufactured lumbgr for years before, bu
this was the first sawmill operation I had anything to do with.

524, These logs reached Midland in the summer of 18737 Yes. Gl th

525. Were they cut in the suu;mgr é)f 18737 No; they were not cat until the
summer of 1875 and the summer of 1876.

526. Why were they not cut then ? Because I.had other logs of a very mlr::s!;
better quality. These logs being of an inferior quality, I preferred to puf;_my 1
lumber on the market because of the great depression that existed at that time.
may add that the logs I refer to being as cut were got in the Mauskoka dleét;wri. iha

527. They were cat then, you say, in the seasoms of 1875 and 187 n

ith the
summers of 1875 and 1876. You must not confuse the summer 5eason with ti ’
winter season for getting out logs. What we te:‘-m the season of 18756-76 is t:n? w&n‘
ter operation from the fall of 1875 to tzl%e spring of 1876. What we cut n
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summer we cut in one season; so that the logs were actually cut partly in the
summer of 1875 and the balance in the summer of 1875, :

By Mr. Milis: :
528, You mean sawn into lumber ? Sawn into lumber.
By Mr. Mulock :

529. They were cut from the trees into logs in the winter of 1872.-73 and they
‘were not brought down until they were sawn? Yes, stored away.

8§30, That is, until the market was suitable you allowed them to remain in the
log? Yes.

831. And you began to cut them in the summer of 1875? Yes.

- 532. You completed the cutting of them in the summer of 1876 ; is that correct 2
8.

533. When did you sell that lumber ? The balance of it in the fall of 1876,

534. You may have been selling part of it before ? Yes.

535. And it was all realized upon in the fall of 1876. Yes. A

536. When did you first make an accurate measurement of the quantity of
Iumber, the outcome of those logs? That was done as the lumber was shipped from
time to time.

537. Is it customary with you to measure your lumber more than once? We
mever measure it in the mill,

538. When only do you actually measure it ? When it is shipped.

639. So that it is in measuring it for the buyer, that yon are enabled to tell the
quantity apon which you have to pay dues to the Crown? Yes.

540. That custom you adhered to in this case? Yes.

541(i What did you discover on the final sale of this lumber? A shortage, as I
expected.

xpe.’»4'.5. What was the amount of the shortage? The statement shows.

543. By the original return made the logs represented 2,424,973 feet, by actual
measurement of the lumber as it was sold, you found there were but 1,495,956 feet,
making a shortage of 929,017; so far as you know are those figures correct? As
far as I know,

514. Who made the return to the Government? Mr. Telfer.

545. T mean in 1873 ? Mr, Sueath.

. 546. Do you say his return to the Government was incorrect? I say it was
inoorrect.

547. Who was Mr. Sneath? He was acting as my agent in that part ot the
country, in my lumbering operations about the islands.

548. At that time? At that time.

549. When? I only employed him that year,

560. Where is he now ? I do not know.

5561. How long is it since you have seen him ? I have not seen him for years.

552. How do you account for his making this mistake? I dismissed him at the
end of one year. I engaged him for three years, but after one year I dismissed him
because of incompetency, because of negligence in business, and because I supposed
e was not very honest, which subsequent events proved to be true.

553, In reference to your not having sawn that lumber up until you commenced
in 1875, 1 find a letter produced here, from you, dated 5th July, 1875, (See Exhibit
€.) You wrote that leiter, I presume? Yes.

584. Does that letter state the truth when it says that these logs were not then
sawn into lumber ? 5th July, 1872; yes.

6656, It appears from the returns that the number of logs cut in 187273
amounted to 15,690 ? Yes.

566. And according to the return to the Government they were estimated to
¥ield something like two and a-half million feet of lumber; how much does that
average per log ? 1565 feet. g

6
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_—

55'7. You cut other logs on the Christian Islands in 1875-76.  On other islands -
adjoining islands; islands under the Ontario Government, but adjacent to the
Christian Islands. '

558, What did they average per log? 85 feet.

559, And you have cut later on? In 187677,

560, What did they average? 67 feet. In 1877-78 the average was 70 feet.

561. How did all these logs compare in size and quality with the logs in
question ? They were about the same quality, but slightly smaller.

562, Those of 1875-76 were slightly smaller? Yes. The average of the logs of
1872-73 by Mr. Telfer’s return was 95 feet, and I can prove by any amount of
evidence that the logs eould not possibly have measured more.

563. At all events, in the fall of 1876, you had realized upon the lumber, and had
got au actual measurement ; what steps did you then take to notify the Department 2
I then sent this statement.

564, That is your letter of 3rd February, 18777 Yes.

565. This statement speaks of the logs as being sold in 1873 ; is that correct 2-
That is a clerical error. :

866. I suppose it is impossible for the lumber to have been scld in 1873 ? 1Itis
impossible for that to be correct. The logs were not cut until the summer of 1875-
and the summer of 1876, und consequently we could not have shipped the lumber in
18173,

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

567. You say that this timber was cut in the winter of 1872-737 Yes.

568. When was it taken to Midland Harbour, where your mills are sitnated 2
In the summer of 1873.

569. Was it placed in a boom by itself ? Placed in a boom by itself.

570. Did you ran your mills in 1873? About six weeks in 1873. I commenced:
about the 1st of August,

571. Did you bring any logs from any other part of the country ? Yes.

572. From where? From Muskoka.

573. Were they kept in a separate boom from it? Yes.

574. Why ? For several reasons.

675. Is it the custom? Not always.

576. Can you give any reason why they were kept in a segarate boom? In-
the first place, in regard to these logs, when the return was made, had a suspicion-
that they were over-measured, becanse the party I employed to take them out
endeavored to make his work look as large as possible, 50 as to account for the money
expended by him. . L .

577. Did you take any steps to verify your suspicion in 1873? No, I did not.

578. Orin 1874? No.

579. Orin 1875? No, not until— ) .

580. I suppose Sneath had returned to you specifications giving you the length
and diameter of each log? I do not know that he did. ) .

581. Is not that the practice? I do not know that it is. He did not give me-
that statement at that time. - domot. I

582. Do not you require such a statement from your employés ? 1 do pot.
was beginning lumbering then, and I did not then. . bor of

583. Was not there a return made to the Government showing the number o
logs, their length and diameter? Yes.

584. Had you no copy of that? No. .
685, Is thg; the wayp;on transact your business? We do not always keep copies

of our returns. . ; :
586. Then, as a matter of fact, you had no evidence showing what quantity of

lumber there was in these logs ? Except the return he made to the Government.
587. Did you have a copy of that? 217d0 not think so.
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688. Then you have no record in your books as to the number of logs and feet?
Do you say you have not? I do not know. .

589. Did you run your mill in 1874? I did.

59¢. Did you cut any of these logs in 18747 No.

591. Why? DBecause they were inferior, and because I had a better grade of
Jogs from Muskoka, and because, from the depression in the trade, I could not market
lumber of this class. [ marketed the lumber from the logs of the better quality.

592. How did it come that these logs were inferior to the Muskoka logs? You
‘had better ask a kind Providence.

593. You cut square timber in 18727 Yes,

694. Do you mean square and waney ? I mean both.

595, Did you cut square and waney in Muskoka? Yes.

596. So that, as a matter of fact, assuming that the timber was of an average
quality in the two places, the cutting of the timber would have affected the quality
of the lumber ? You cannot assume anything of the kind, because we know that the
timber was not of the same quality from both places.

597. You say it was inferior? I say it was inferior.

598. You did not cut any of this into lamber until 1875? None of it.

539, It was kept in a separate boom up to that time? Yes.

600. Before it was brought into the mill I suppose you had made up your mind
that you would make a demand upon the Government if you found a shortage?
~Certainly ; so I would upon any Government,

601. Did you cut all the logs out of this boom at one time? We cut those logs
when we had no other logs to cut.

602, Did you cut them all by themselves, or did you cut these during the same
period of time? No, we cut them all by themselves.

603. Could not you have messured those logs when they were brought into the
mill ? We never do that.

604. Could you have done it ? We had no rule to do it. I believe there is & rule
% measure logs under the water, but we did not follow the practice on the Georgian

ay.
- 605. Could you have measured them when they were brovght into the mill?
es.

606, You have had transactions with the Ontario Government, do you know what
modeo is adopted of ascertaining the quantity of lumber in logs ? Yes.

. 607. How is it ascertained ? In the section of country under license they have
an agent. This agent’s duty is to look after licensss in his district. He goes ocoa-
sionally to the shauties to make sample measurements, so that when the returns are
made there is scarcely ever & dispute. Then, you bave to make an affidavit by two
individuals, the culler and the manager. The manager does not know, as a matter
of fact, that the logs are such a number or that they contain so many feet, He has
to take his culler’s report. He looks over his culler’s report aud from that he makes
his return to the Government agent. Then if auy dispute arises at once

608. Have you ever known an instance where there has been a discrepany or
dispute between a lumberman and the Ontario Department of Crown Liands about
the quantity of lumber returned ? Yes, there have been several.

609, What mode is taken of finding whether there has been an over-return or
mot ? They remeasure the logs.

610. Have you ever known them to measure the lumber ; [ want to see if there
is any rule there that might be applicable here ? The fact of it is they do not seem
to dhaVe any regulations here. That has always been the case, and iv is the same
to-day.

611. I was not asking for an opinion as to the management of the Department
here ? I know of an instance and I will give it.

612. When this lumber was cut from the logs; you did not measure the logs a8
they came into the mill ? No. o8
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613. When the lumber was cut did you pile it by itself in a portion of your yard
from which it could be all shipped by itself 7 Yes, and every pile was marked.

614. Did you measure it as it was cut ? No, only as it was shipped.

615. Do you know, of your own knowledge, whether any portion of that lumber
was shipped and was not included in this return ? I do not know of my own know-
ledge. 1 am not there every moment of my life.

616. Do you know whether all the lumber sold is included in this return or not 2
That is not a fair question. You know, as a matter of fact, I could not be there all
the time to see. But I left instructions that all should be calculated, and I suppose
my instructions were carried out.

617, Then you do not know of your own knowledge ? I do not sleep on the
lamber piles. To the best of my knowledge and belief 1t was all shipped together.

618, Did you instruct your people to pile that lumber separately, and to keep
an accurate record of the quantity in it that was shipped ? I did.

619. You say you suspected Sneath, who was your agent in 1872-73, of having
over-measured these logs for purposes of his own ? Yes,

620. You say youn engaged him for three years? Yes,

621, Had yon discharged him before that time was up? Yes,

622. Did you make any statement, publicly, regarding his honesty or capacity ?
I bad a law suit with him.

6:23. Did you make any statement regarding his capacity ? I do not remember
what statement I may have made in that law suit.

624, 1 am not speaking of that law suit, but previous to that ? Idonot remember.

625. He brought a suit against you? Yes, . Lo

626. For what? I say that my suspicions were that Mr. Snesth either did it
because he was incapable of making a proper return or he did it with an object.

627. Did he bring a suit against you? He did.

628. What was the nature of that suit? Nonfulfilment of contract,—that I
dismissed him before the time,

629. Anything else? I do not remember anything else.

630. You say a suit was brought against you by this man for non-fulfilment of
your contract? By him snd his father. .

631. Did any other question arise in connection with that suit ? I do not remem-
ber. I have not charged my mind with it.

632. What defence did you make in it ; did you make the defence that ho was
incapable? You had better get the document. .

633. I want to know whether you made that defence? I cannol recollect just
now. .
634. Do you not know the defence youmade? I know I dismissed him because
he was incompetent, and because I believed him to be negligent and incapable, and
because I had a suspicion about him.

635. Did you bring up this defence? I do not remember. .

636. Did he obtain judgment against you? He obtained judgment against me.

637. So that whatever your defence was it was regarded as insufficient bﬁr th?a
court? I blame my lawyer for that, and it I had had this information I woul l.;ot
have lost the case. I am just now making enquiry to see if I cannot go back to t ﬁt
case. And I know of & certain lawyer who got the bepefit of it and perhaps I mig

ot recouped.,
& 638, l()'}axn you tell us how it was that in this statement of Mr. Telfer you ﬁet‘_‘r:l
the lumber as having been sold on the 31st December, 18737 That was a cleric
error.

639, How did it occur? It was committed by my clerk, -I cannot tell. io of

640. Did you send to the Department any statement of the shlpment? made ;)0
this lumber ? "I must explain for the satisfaction of the Committee in re ere_x;f,en
this matter, Mr. Telfer was my bookkeeper in Toronto. He went to thel mllz thﬁf-
a month to pay the hands and look after the business. 1 charged him ;'10 (:; asured
the measurement of this lumber and to geg ;t&tements from the men who me
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it from time to time, and keep a copy so that we could see the result and compare it
with the return made by Mr. Sneath.
641. Were these returns entered in your book at Toronto? I expect so.
642. Were they brought to Toronto and entered on your books there? You
s understand how lumber is measured. You have either a tally book or a tally board.
‘When your man goes out to measure the lumber, he tallies it either on a tally board
or a tally book ? Mostly we tally it in small books. I do not know where the tally
books are, and the tally boards are always rebbed off.
643. Bat, I presume, you must have some record in your books ? Certainly.
644. Where were they kept? In Toronto, I expect.
645. Mr. Telfer had access to them? Yes.
646. He was your bookkeeper; was he a correct man? Yes, he was a very
- egrrect man,
647. But he made & mistake about thatdate? He certainly made that mistake.
648. Have you the books here? I have not.
649. Did Mr. Telfer prepare the statement of 18777 Yes,
660. And he made the declaration? Yes; the declaration conflicts with that,
651. And you say he was a correct man ? He was a correct man, a good book-
-keeper, and a conscientious, honest man.
652, Those books are not here? No.
653. Can you produce them? I can produce my whole office if you want it,
I can produce a ton and a-half or two tons of books and papers—my business transac-
tions for the last twenty years.
654. Did you make a statement of the timber you had shipped ? Lumber—use
the word ¢ lumber,” please.
655. Well, did you furnigh the Department at Ottawa with a return of the ship-
ments you actually made? I do not know anything about that. I imagine that was
+the only statement tbat was made.
650, Will you tell us to whom it was sold? It was sold to different parties.
65%. Shipped by rail or water ? By water. )
658, And was a return of each cargo kept? And a return of each cargo kept.
659. Did you ship any other lumber at the same that you shipped this lumber?
That is something I could not say.
660. Did you give positive instructions to your people to keep this lumber
-separate? Yes; and it was always kept in-a separate pile.

By Sir Richard Cartwright :
661. And it was separately marked ? It was separately marked.
By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
662. How was it marked as distinguished from other lumber ? The mark on the
Christian Island logs was an ordinary plain ¢ C,” for the timber from Muskoka there
~were two marks, one “J. H.” and the other “J. 1).” The “ J. D.” logs were got out by
-shippers named Johnson and Dollar. The others, ¢ J. H.,” were got out by aman you
-know very well, John Hunter.
663. After you made application to the Department for the remission of the
-bond I suppose you were informed what was done in reference to your application,
that it had been referred to Mr. Plummer ? Yes.
664. Did you ever go to Mr. Plummer ir. connection with it ? I used to go to Mr.
‘Plummer’s place.
665, When? All along when he was in Toronto, .
666. I want to find out what you said to Mr. Plummer about it in the winter of
1877? Very likely I urged him to report upon it.
667. Did you give Mr. Plummer icformation regarding the shipments that had
-been made of that lumber ? Not individually,
668, Did you give any instructions to Mr. Telfer to do it ? I do not know about
vthat., I think he did consult Mr, Telfer,
30
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669. 1 want to know whether you furpished him with any statement of th
quantities of this lumber shipped? You ought to have asked him {hat question. °

670. Did you instruct anyone to do it? I suppose Mr. Telfer gave him the
information he wanted and upon which he based his report.

By Mr. Bowell :

671. You were not in his office when Mr. Plummer made his report? I oannot

:;lell you that, I might have been in church, because I go there somotimes on a week
ay .

By Mr, White (Renfrew) :
1873672. When were your suspicions aroused about Speath? In the summer of

673. I see that in 1875 you wrote a letter to the Department asking for an
-extension of your bond. You did not mention your suspicion then? No; I did not
wish to make any statement to the Department until I was certain.

674. Do you not think tbat, having a suspicion that this lnmber was over-
returned, your proper course would have been to write the Department to remeasure
the lumber ? No, I do not.

675. You must have a peculiar idea of your duties to the Department? I have
my ideas, and I think I can place them alongside of yours in business matters.

6%76. Your suspicions were aroused in 18737 Certainly, when I saw that timber
returned as containing 155 feet—what is the use of talking?

- 677. You applied to the Department in 1875 for the renewal of your bond ?

es.
678. You were fully convineed at that time that the timber was over-returned ?
‘Certainly, I had a strong suspicion.

679. Why did not you apply to the Department to have the timber remeasured ?
Because I would not apply to the Department until I was prepared to make a state-
ment; I donot do bueiness in that way. .

680. Do not you think it would have been only just to the Department of Indian
Affairs to have given it an opportunity of testing the measurement of the logs?
That might be your opinion, and I might differ. )

681. I am asking you your opinion? 1 do not know that I am forced to give
you my idea. .

682. As a matter of fact, although your suspicions were aroused respecting the
measurement of these logs, and although the logs were unsold at the time, you did
not make your suspicion known to the Department or ask for a remeasurement ?
No, and I did not because we do not measure logs in the water. ) )
B 683. But they can be messured in the water? It is not the rule in Georgian

ay.

Mr. L. VangouGaNET re-called and further examined :—

By Mr. Mills : N b

684. T would like to ask Mr. Vankoughnet a question; I would like to ask him

Whether the adjusting of this account departmentally, and not by Orderin Council,
Wasg not the proper mode of proceeding ? I think so.

By Mr. Bowell : ; hing that
. . ;
685. Is it the practice of the Indian Department to remit dues, OF AyLELRS
is owing to tlhe Del;))artment, by departmental order or by order of thi ?ﬂu;;st:;ﬁ
Yes; if it is an adjustment of an account. If an account containg ’;)ver-c a}:g_s , and
it is proven to the satisfaction of the Minister that thero are ovef*&c fargesi l:inl 20 to
-competent for a re-adjustment of the account to take place, and for nothing

<harged but what is right and proper.
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By Mr. Milis :
686. The Indian Act provides that? No, I do not think there is any provision ;
but that is the rule.

By My, Bowell :

637. The Audit Act provides that the remission of any debts shall be by Order
in Council, the Audit Act which was passsed by the late Sir Francis Hincks; yet if
the Minister thinks there is t0oo much charged he can strike it oul of his own accord;
was the action of Mr. Mills in this matter the usual practice of the Department ? I
do not know of any precedent at that time, but the general practice of the Depart-
ment, I think, has been, where thoere have been wrong charges in accounts, and it is
proved that the charges are wrong, for the Department to readjust the account.

658, That is, if you have evidence that you have charged more than should be
charged you give the party charged credit for it ? Yes; it being satisfactorily
shown that such is the fact.

J. M. DoLLAR, called and examined :

By Mr. Mulock :

689. Are you in Mr. Cook’s employment? Not now,

690, Were you ever in his employment? I was.

691. When did you enter it? In 1574,

692, What time in 18747 In the month of September, I think.

693. What is your business ? Lumberman, .

694. Where were you engaged with him in 1874? I was engaged with him in
1874 in Muskoka. _
645, Were you at his mills in 1874? Yes; I was at his mills in September, 1874,
bofore going to Muskoka.

696. Those are the mills he has referred to in his evidence—~the mills at Mid-
Jand? Yes.

697. Being his only mills, I believe? Yes, the only mills he has.

698, When you were there in 1874 were there any saw logs there? Yes, there
Wwas a large quantity, :

699. Where were they? They were at the end of the bay, just south and west
of the mill.

700, Boomed ? They were boomed.

701. Were those lcgs of that year, or were they older logs? They were older
logs.

% 702, They had not been cut in the winter of 1873-74? No.

703. Do you know where they came from ? I do not, of my own knowledge. 1
was told that they came from Christian Islands. I was not in the country when they
were cut, therefore I could not tell where they came from.

704. Was there a general understanding among the mill hands ? Yes, they were
generally talked of as the logs from Christian Islands.

%705. That is the logs in question here? Yes.

706. Was there anything on these logs by which you could identify them as the
logs cut on Christian Islands? We could identify them by the mark.,

707. How were they marked? By a plain “C.”

708. How were the logs that were cut on other limits of Mr. Cook marked; or
were they marked differently ? The other logs were marked differently.

709. Was there any question at that time as far as you know as to there being &
mistake in the return suspected ? There was no general talk about it.

710. Between Mr. Cook and yourself? Mr. Cook told me this; I walked over
with Mr. Cook to look at the logs, and he told me about the extravagant way they
had been got out; and that he had not the quantity.

711. Did he mention who got them out? Yes.

32 !
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712, Whom ? Sneath,

) 713. When were ’ghese logs cut into lumber? I do not know, not being at the
mill. They were cutting on these loge when I returned in the sammer of 1875, and
again in 1876. I saw them cutting a small quantity of them. ’

714. When was the last of them cut? The last I knew anyihing about them
was in 1876. They were cutting them up in 1876, and I did not see ?my more of
them about there after that, though I was a great deal about the mill after that.

715. Could you form any opinion as to the quantity of lumber in the logs you
sawed in 1874? Speaking from memory, I should say there would be somewhere
about & million or a million and a-half,

716, You could form an opinion as the quantity of the logs you saw in 1874—
the logs that came from Christian Islands, and were boomed there? Yes, something
like & million or a million and a-half.

717. About what would those logs average of lumber? Somewhere in the
vicinity of 100 feet—they were small logs.

718. According to the original return, it appears that these logs would have to
average 155} feet in order to make up the quantity of lumber charged for. As a
lumberman, do you think they would average that? I do not think so.

719. Have you any doubt upon that point? I have no doubt about that. Iam
familiar with the islands there, and 1 never knew logs got out there that would
average that.

720. What have ihe logs that you have got out on Christian Islands aversged ?
I think the largest was somewhere about 80 feet. I think the general average
would be between 60 and 70 feet.

%21. Then the sawlogs from Christian Islands are rather small ? Yes, they
are rather small,

722. A great deal under the average on other limits? They are smaller than
the logs which grow in the interior.

%23. Those that grow on the islands, then, are more dwarfed ? They are more
dwarfed than on the shores of the Georgian Bay.

724. Tt appears that in April, 1879, a sum of money was credited to Mr. Cook
by the Department here, for lumber said to have been cut off Christian 1slands in
1876. Do you know how that money was paid to the Department? I did not know
anything about the Department at that time.

725. Was that paid by Mr. Cook to the Department, do you know ? 1 do not
know that. ‘

726. To whom did you make returns cut on Christian Islands? The logs I cut
were got on the other islands, and not on Christian Islands. I returned them to the
Ontario Government.

727. Here is a declaration, Mr, Dollar, made by you and dated 1st February,
1879 (See Exhibit N), in which you state that during the season of 18175--76—I1
suppose you mean during the winter? We cut on the islands in the summer.

728. You go on to say in your declaration: ¢ During the scason 1875-76, I cut
and got out for H. H: Cook, of the city of Toronto, lumber merchant, on the islands in
the Georgian Bay, south of Moose Point, 324,600 feet, to the bost of my knowledge
and belief.” To whom was the return made in respect of those logs ? The return
in respect of these logs we made to the Ontario Government. )
Go 729. How did that happen? We held the license at that time from the Ontario

vernment. .

%730. Covering what? Covering all the islands from Beausoleil Island, extending
up the shore to Parry Island and the Parry Sound Channel.

%31. How did you come to make the return to the Ontario Government ? We
held the license from them, as the Ontario Government claimed the islands. That is
only a portion of the retarn. There were some two or three million feet altogether
returned to the Ontario Government. The Ontario Government afterwards asked us
to make a separate return on the logs cut on the islands south of Moose Point, gllv;mg
88 a reason that there was some dispute between the Dominion Government and them

5—3
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as to the ownership of these islands. They asked us to make a separate return so
that they could settle with the Dominion Government. Mr, Cook has already paid
the dues to the Ontario Government.

%32. When? DPrevious to that,I think in 1813, I did not know at that time, but
that was the explanation Mr. Cooper gave me about it. I think when I made that
return in 1879, 1 was not in the employ of Mr. Cook.

733. So that what you say is that the returns for which the Department here
claimed a balance in April, 1879, against Mr. Cook, had been returned to the Ontario
Government ? Yes, it had been returned to the Ontario Government:

734, Why did you make the return to the Ontario Government? Because we
beld the license from the Ontario Government. The dispute was not between Mr.
Cook and the Dominion, but between the Ontario and Dominion Governments. I
subsequently purchased those islands from Mr. Cook, and I know of what I speak.
I had some difficulty with the Ontario Government afterwards about getting them,
and in fact they refused, after the settlement was made, to issue a license on those
islands. They struck out those islands in that portion of it.

735, Mr. Plummer, in a letter to the Department, dated 11th October, 1878 (See
Exhibit G), makes this statement: I have to call your attention to the fact that
Mr, Cook cut timber on those islands in the season of 1875-76, a return of which has
not been made, and no dues accounted for. This fact was mentioned to the Depart-
ment by Mr. Cook in his letter of 3rd February, 1877.” Is it with regard to the
logs referred to in this statement that you say you had made the return to the
Ontario Government ? I presume so.

736. Did you cut any other logs in 187576 ? I did not cut any otherlogs there.

7317. So that your statement now with regard to the return having been made
on certain logs, to the Ontario Government, must necessarily apply to the Ilogs Mr.
Plummer speaks of ? I presume so.

738. Can you tell me when Mr. Cook settled for those logs with the Ontario
Government ? I do not know that.

739. Do you know whether it was the Ontario Government or Mr. Cook that
* gettled with the Dominion Government ? I understand it was the Ontario Govern-
ment.
740, They simply transferred the amount they owed from Mr. Cook to the Dom-
inion credit ? A portion. I had to make this affidavit of the portion due to the
Dominion Government.

741. The Ontario Government asked you to make an affidavit showing what pro-
portion of the money paid them by Mr, Cook belonged to the Dominion ? Yes.

742, The Ontario Government had been over-paid then? They had not been
over-paid if the island belonged to them. It was a dispute between themselves that we
had nothing to do with.

743. But if the island did not belong to the Ontario Government they had
received from Mr. Cook fees they were not entitled to? Yes.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

744, You say you went into Mr, Cook’s employment in 1874. Yes.

N 745, Then you had no knowledge of the transaction which took place in 1873 ?
0'

746, None whatever ? None.

741. You do not know of your own knowledge whether the logs came from Chris-
tian Island, or where they came from ? Oaly what I was told.

748. You do not know of your own knowledge ? No.

749. Do you know whether any portion of them had been got previous to the
time you say you scen them at the south end of the mill in 1874 ? I do not know
that,

750. You say the logs were marked with a plain “C’’? Yes, .

751. And that the logs you got in 1874 in Muskoka were marked with a differ-

ent mark? Yes.
34
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762. Do you know of your own knowledge whether the logs cut in 1872-7:
the Muskoka waters were marked “C” or ing any other way ?g I know %;g.gy’:v‘:e?-z
marked differently.

753. How do you know that ? I saw some of the old logs in Muskoka.

754. You know they were all marked differently ? Yes.

755. How do you know that? Iknow they did not use the plaia ¢ ¢ ” in
Muskoka.,

756. Do you know why they did not nse it ? I was not there but as far as the
people told me I know.

757. You say you examined those logs as to their size in the boom? I did not
say 1 examined them closely.

788, How did you look at them—from the shore—or did you walk over them ?
{ walked over them, ‘ '

759. Did you ever measure any of them? No,

760. So that your estimate of the quantity of lumber they would contain is mere
guess work? 1t 1s a mere estimate.

761. I think I heard you say that the logs in the Muskoka district only averaged
some 60 or 80 feet of lumber to the log? I did not say that. I said the logs on the
island I cut and on the north shore of the Georgian Bay.

762. Was that a cutting made through the woods where & previous cutting had
been made ? There had not been any previous cutting through.

763. What did you say the logs in the Muskoka district averaged ? Somewhere
about 150 feet ; sometimes larger and sometimes smaller.

764. Did you hear Mr. Cook say the logs from the Muskoka district averaged
only 100 feet ? 1 did not hear that.

765. Did you make an examination of these lands in the summer of 1879, with a
;’iew of their being sold to a lumber company? No, I was not familiar with the
ands.
. %66. What I want to know is whether you made an examination and report

upon the quantity of lumber on those lands with the view of their being put into a
compeny in 18797 No.

7647. Do you know that an examination was made upon them ? No; I bought
those lands in 1879.

768. You say, Mr. Dollar, with reference to this declaration that you made
respecting the timber cut in 1875-76, that there was a misapprehension as to the pro-
per authority under which the license was granted ? Yes.

769. That you made the return to the Ontario Government, and that Mr. Cook
paid the Ontario Government for the lumber and subsequently discovered it belonged
to the Dominion ? Yes.

770. How long after was the discovery made ? After the returns were made.

771. How long after? I think 1878 was the first I heard of it. )

773. Can you tell us how it was that Mr. Cook, in February, 1877, admitted that
he was indebied to the Dominion Government in respect of timber cuton these
islands ? I do not know that. .

773. 1 suppose you can’t tell us whether any of the logs cut in 1872-73 were
sawn prior to 1874 or not? 1 do not know anything about that.

Mr. Wu. PrumMER, recalled, farther examined :—

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
~ 774. Mr. Dollar makes the statement that the ti ; A
In the Georgian Bay in 1875-76 was cut, as they supposed, under the license given
by the Ontario Government, and that it was afterwards discovered that the Depart-

ment of Indian Affairs had control over those islands, and that the payment made to

the Departulmnt in ;279 was made by the Depattme’nt of Crown Lands_in Outario

and not by Mr. Cook. Can you tell us whether that is a fact or not ? What I said

before was 8 faot, and Mr. Dollar, no doubt, has unintentionally confounded two cir-
3

mber that was cat in the islands
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cumstances. Mr, Cook, according to his own statement and the payment of money,
cut the logs that I before described in the Christian Islands, which was covered by
this license. The logs referred to by Mr. Dollar were got on islands claimed by the
Dominijon, and they were returned, as he says, to the Ontario Government, Sub-
sequently that money was refunded, so that we got payment for the logs cut by Mr.
Cook, and consequently we got payment for the logs cut in these islands. .

775. Then, as a matter of fact, Mr. Dollar’s statement is incorrect? Incorrect
in these particulars. The statements regarding those islands are all on record.

By Mr. Cook :

776. What did the Department charge me for the logs cut on the Christian
Islands per thousand ? You know, as & matter of fact, it was $1.60? I believe so.

777. What do they charge now? I do not know. The tariff has been rear-
ranged since that.

778. What did they charge Mr. Power? They charged you last year $1.

779. What did they charge Mr, Power ? The same.

780. And what do they charge on the Manitoulin islands? About $1.

781. When they charged me $1.60 did not they charge $1 to parties on the
Manitoulin Islands ? I do not think so.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :

782. Subsequently to the time that you were communicated with by the
Department in 1877 in respect to this claim of Mr. Cook’s, and prior to September,
1878, did Mr. Cook urge you to report upon this matter ? I mentioned before that
he spoke to me several times about it.

783. He asked you to report ? Yes,

By Mr. Bowell :
784. Or to delay the report ! No, he never asked me to delay the report.
By Mr. Mulock :

7¢5. Everything is paid by Mr. Cook ; he does not owe the Department any-
thing, does he ? I do not think so.

786. When you spoke of the settlement made with the Ontario Government for
logs cut by Mr. Cook on the Christian Islands, what lot of logs was that? They
were logs cut on the islands in the Georgian Bay, north and south of what we call the
Christian Islands.

787. That was the lot of logs that Mr, Dollar had to make the declaration about ?
No; the logs that Mr, Dollar made the declaration concerning were charged by us
to Mr. Cook, and Mr. Cook paid for them, and the fees were placed at the credit of
the Indians. Those Mr. Dollar referred to were returned to the Ontario Government
and they accounted to us for the money, and gave the statement.

788. Everything was settled with the Department ? Yes.

789. Mr. Cook settled for a portion directly, and the Ontariv Government handed
him over the money got by mistake from him ? Mr. Cook settled for what Mr.
Dollar made a sworn return of, but this is a different thing.

Mr. R. G. DavLroN, called and examined :—
By Mr. Mulock :

790. Do you know anything about the rebate allowed to Mr. Power.

Question objected to.

791. You are engaged in the Department of Indian Affairs ? I am.

792. What is your position ? I am in the Accounts Branch,

793. How long have you been in that branch ? About three years.

794. Supposing an over-return is made by lumbermen, what is the practice of
the Department when the mistake is cailgd to its notice ? I do not know,

6
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795. Have you ever made a revision of dues ? I only koow of one.

796. What case was that ? Mr. Power.

79%7. What do you mean by one ? That is the only case.

798. What happened in that case ? I do not know.

799. What do you know ? I do not know anything about the case, except that
there was a remission of dues.

800, For what? For over-measurement.

801, Then, Mr, Power had over-charged himself with a quantity of lumber ?
Yes.
802. A mistake was discovered and brought to the knowledge of the Depart-
ment, and they did justice to him by making a remission of dues? They made &
remission of part of the dues, I believe.

803. They corrected the mistake? Yes.

804. Can you tell me what proportion the mistake bore to the total quantity ? 1
could not say.

805. You do not know how much he had returned ? No, I do not.

806. Was it gomething very considerable ?

Question objected to, the papers not being produced.

By My. Bowell :
807, Who is Mr. Power? I do not know him at all,

By Mr. Cook :
808. Where does he live? I do not know where he lives. .
809. Where is his mill? Ido not know where his mill is. His limit is on
Parry Island, on the Georgian Bay.
810. Adjoining these islands ? It is a long way from these.
By Mr. White ( Renfrew) :
811. Do you know on what evidence that remission was made? Idonot. It
is a matter I really have not examined.
By Mr. Bowell :
812. I suppose all you have to do is to carry out the transaction in your books ?
Woll, the transaction has not passed into the books yet. It is before the Accounts

Branch now. )
813. Do you know whether any steps were taken to ascertain whether there was

an error ? I could not say positively.
By Mr. Somerville (Brant) :
814. Is this a recent transaction ? It is a recent transaction.

By Mr. Bowell:

815. Has the remission been made? Yos, and the money has been paid.
816. Can you tell me why it was done? 1t was an over-measurement.
817. Do you know what steps were taken to ascertain that it was an over-

measurement ? No, I do not.
By Mr. Somerville (Brant) :
* 818. To what amount does the over-measurement extend ? 1 could not teut..a' )
819, Tf you were passing the accounts through the books could yon not ascertain
It is vot passed into the books. The matter is before us for action nOwW.
820. Do you know what the papers contain? No.
Mr, DoLLAR, recalled, further examined :—

By Mr, Mulock :
. .. 821, This information about Mr. Power is furnished
13 his name ? Mr, Miscampbell,

by Mr. Power’s agent; what
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By Mr. Bowell :
822, Is he here? No.

By Mr. Mulock :
823. Is it 4 fact that Mr. Miscampbell told Mr. Dalton that the Department has
remitted, in respect of this mistake, a sum equal to half the whole amount ?
The Chairman ruled that the question was not a proper one.

Mr. VangovaHNET, recalled, further examined ; .=

By Mr. Bowell :
824, You have heard the statement made by Mr. Dalton ? I heard it partially.
He spoke so low that I did not hear it all.
825. You heard the statement made by Mr, Dalton that a remission of dues was
made to Mr, Power, who has a license for cutting timber on the Parry Islands ? Yes,
826, State to the Committee what the facts are in connection with that? The
timber was remeasured, Mr. Power having made a statement to the Depart-
ment that it had been over-measured.
By Mr. White (Renfrew) .
827. Under what authority was it remeasured ? Under the authority of the
Department.
828. By agreement with Mr. Power? Yes, we insisted upon it.
829. Was it measured by a disinterested party ? It was measured by some one
who made an affidavit as to the quantity.

By Mr, Mulock :

830. Do you know who the man was who made the remeasurement? He was
in the employment of Mr. Power. We always depend upon such sworn returns.

By Mr. White (Renfrew) :
§31. Who made the affidavit? The person who made the remeasurement.
The Committee then adjourned.

EXHIBIT A,
ToronTo, 3rd February, 1877.

My DEAR Sir,—Herewith I beg to hand you a statement in detail showing losses
incurred by me in the year 1873, upon a quantity of saw logs over-returned to the
Indian Department, by a person in my employment at that time for the purpose (a8
far as I have learned) of making his work appear very favorable in regard to cost of
getting out the logs, regardless of the loss thereby sustained by me.

The statement gives the total quantity of logs as returned and the manner in
which it was settled, also the quantity of lumber those logs yielded when manufac-
tured, showing a difference of 929,017 feet against me, or loss in quantity amount-
ing to, at the rate of dues charged, viz.: $1.60, $1,486.24.

I have also shown in this statement the result of manufacturing those logs into
lamber and disposing of it to the best advantage, which as you will observe was a loas
of $3,919.04. Add this to the amount over-returned and a total loss of $5,405.28 was
sustained by me upon those saw logs. Taking into account the fact of so large s
quantity being over-returned and the loss on manutacturing into lumber and dispos-
ing of it, I consider that [ should be released from payment of the bond for $1,800
given at that date and which remains unpaid, and also should not be called apon to pay
dues upon some three or four hundred thousand feet of saw logs cut by ma on those
islands last season and not yet returned.

Hoping to hear from you favorably at as early a date as possible,

‘ I am, Dear Sir, yours faithfully,
H. H. COOK.
‘Hon, Dayip MirLs, Minister of the Interigg, Ottawa,
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STATEMENT Hf amount lost by H. H. Cook by over-return of Saw Logs and loss on
Lumber cut in 1873, from Logs taken off the Christian Islands.

1873. $ cts. $ cts.
June  24...|Returned to the Indian Departmert as cut for me on Christian,
Beausoleil and Giant's Tomb Islands, 2,424,973 feet, dues,
C¥$1.80 per Moieis it i s e et e 3,879 95
do 24...{Paid the Department cash on account.... 2,079 95
do 24...|Bond given for the payment of...... ...... ... 1,800 00
3,819 95 | 3,879 95
Dec.  31...Sales of lumber made from above loga—
Total sales, 1,495,956 feet, the proceeds of which were. ...... 7,928 91
Cost of cutting and getting out 1,495,956 feet saw logs at $4.323
(LB COBLY wervrrese vervrnene srunreens srovenian s strass sensnssnn verninnen sevssonse | sosesuosn sassersss 6,462 52
Government dues on same at $1.60...ccerveoerereerernrenns 2,393 52
Cost of manufacturing same into lumber, $2 per M 2,991 91
TOLA] COBL . cveeroronvesr reveer covcorsnaneess corseronssnsens rosses |snason saesosansrn: 11,847 95
Deduct 88168 A8 BDOVE...ce. vererserrers vessar e anss sevessenssnnssssngses oo | cnorsnmrs crsovssns 7,928 91
L088 0N 1uMmber.cuuiiee ceeeivss vieeer srivenicrveneenen corennens cevarrene eessssner [resesant sesnrense 3,919 04
Quantity of logs returned as above .. ver 2,424,973 feet,
QUANLILY BOLA oves verser arasar crones sasses seeses sones 1,495,956
Quantity over-returned and lost. ...ceeers onss 929,017 8t $1.60.] ceveraer cacerene 1,486 24
Total loss Cereriaees vassrnen tererases sanne reases ‘5,405 28
EXHIBIT B.

A correct statement.

Timber cut, season 1872-13, by H. H, Cook (Georgian Bay).

15,594 pieces White Pine, 2,424,973 feet, B.M., at $1.60.. $3.879 95

Oct, 1,1873.—Paid cash....c.eeeeeeeerresivnnnne.. $2,079 95
Bond, at six months....c...eee.. 1,800 00

$3,879 95

BONA . ieiisiieieres vncserrtenrateesacsierenssieisssares naesssssssse

Remitted.seeeeesrerecererececaserosesnessorssorsosmnsssisessossernsses

TDtOTOBE ¢vuvenc carverenseres smeresrsrsrassnsterssrssssessnsen

Paid October, 1878..cccurvareerrsnnessonencernserranncinoscanee

.......

1,800 00
1,486 24
$313 76
. 9412

$407 88
.. 3b9 76

Balance paid in April, 1879.........  $48 12

Timber cut season 1875-76.

jrenmemasm———

$529 36

324,600 feot, B.M., at $1.60.ccccvuereenecrcsaiecrconnocaiorasenee 529 85

T tOT OB e e ceue oeereveresonasansesscssssosssorsasasaranasarss srssassese )

Paid April 28th, 1879...cccemesrsmmneecesssrsrnsursnssososnaions
R. G. DALTON.

39

$631 51
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EXHIBIT C.
Toronro, 5th July, 1875.

DraR Sir,—Mr. Wm. Plummer of the Indian office here, holds a bond of imine
amounting to $1,800 for saw log dues. This bond is now past due and I desire to
have it renewed, as I am unable to pay 1t owing to the extreme dullness of the lumber
trade, and the fact that the inferior quality of these same logs would not admit of
their being cut into lumber with the state of the markets this and last season. At
the same time I would request that my license covering Christian and other islands
be issued this season. By granting me these requests and instructing Mr. Plummer
to that effect, you would confer a favor upon

Yours faithfully,
H. H. COOK.
Per W.T.
Hon. Davip Lamp, Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.
Mr. V. will report on this application.
D. L.

EXHIBIT D.
12th July, 1875.

Sir,—~Referring to your letter of the 23rd May, 1874, and to previous corres-
pondence on the subject of Mr. H. H. Cook’s indebtedness to this office on account of
timber license covering Christian and other islands in Georgian Bay, for which you
hold Mr. Cook’s bond, I am directed by the Superintendent Gsneral to inform you
that the bond in question may be renewed forsix mounths from date of maturity. Mr,
Cook’s license may also be renewed for the current year, but he should be called upon
to pay the ground rent and license fees,

I am, &c.

Wx. Prummzr, Esq., V.S., Toronto.

EXHIBIT E.

Memo. on Mr. Cook’s letter of 5th instant, asking to be allowed to renew his
bond for $1,800 for timber dues owed by him to the Department.

The date of the unredeemed bond in question is 24th November, 1873. It was
payable 24th May, 1874.

Mr. Cook also owes ground rent to 30th April, 1875, and 30th April, 1876, and
renewal fees for four years, which, together, amount to $88. Making the sum’ total
of Mr. Cook’s indebtedness to the Department $1,388,

L. VANKOUGHNET, D.8.G.1.A.
Inp1aN Branog, 7th July, 1875,

Please inform Mr. Plummer that the Superintendent General directs Mr. Cook’s
bond may be renewed for six months from date of maturity. Advise also that his
license be renewed for current year, but suggest that he be requested to pay the
license fees.

D. L.

EXHIBIT F.

Mr, Herman H. Cook having paid the balance due by him on account of timber
cut under this license amounting to $359.76 together with the ground rent and
renewal fees, to 30th April, 1879, amounting to $124, in all $483 76, this license
(which is to cover cordwood as well as the other descriptions of wood mentioned
therein) is renewed for the year which terminates on the 30th April, 1879. The

40
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authority to cut cordwood does not, however, confer upon the licensee any right to
~cut wood or timber of less diameter at the stump than one foot.

DAVID MILLS,

Minister of the Interior and Supt.-Gen. of I, A.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, INDIAN BrancH, “nd October, 1878,

EXHIBIT G.

INp1an Orrick, Toronto, 11th October, 1878.

Sir,—1I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3rd inst.
respecting the amount of rebate allowed Mr. H. H, Cook on account of timber cut on
Christian Islands in the season of 1872-73, and showing a balance due from him on
that transaction of $483.76, which he has paid at Ot‘awa. I beg to state that there
seems to be an error in the amount, as the statement herewith enclosed shows.

According to our books, after allowing the rebate mentioned, & balance is still
due by Mr. Cook of $50. 12, which includes three renewal fees, the perquisites of the
local superintendent.

Referring to the renewal of Mr. Cook’s timber license for these islands, it is
stated in your letter that authority will be inserted therein to allow him to cut cord-
wood in addition to the other descriptions of wood mentioned therein.

I have to call your attention to the surrender made by the Indians on 2nd June,
1870, and trausmitted to Ottawa, 11th July, i870. It will bs found the ouly kiuds
of timber surrendered are oak and pine exclusively. I cannot see, therefure, how a
license can be issued for any other kinds of timber unless another surrender be first
obtained from the Indians embracing the kinds required to be cut.

I have further to call your attention to the fact that Mr, H, H. Cook cut timber
on these islands ia the season of 1875-76, a return of which has not been made, and
1o dues thereon accounted for. This fact was mentioned to the Department by Mr.
Cook in his letter of the 3rd February, 1877.

I have the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
WM. PLUMMER, Sup. Com. I, A.

The Hon. the Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

StateMENT r¢ Mr. H. H. Cook’s Timber License for Christian and other Islands.

1873. $ ots.
Oct.  6...{To Bond at 6 months with interest at 6 Per CeNt. .uee aees iveer s conses sonsns sonssesensee | 1,800 00
Os. 6 24
By rebate for timber 0Ver-returned...cceeee esseesosssrsasersnerssoss smoss cosemsssnens sesees . _{,_4_8_ &l
3 To balance....ce..ce.. ... eneseeres seseesirases aasen sesany sesesen n ponseeest saaees 351).2’ ;g
To interest from 6th October, 1873 ....ce .uees cvertssesrssrerns soanassenses
Ground rent to 30th April, 1879 (3 years) at $40 ..cvvesrsvenens
Renewal fee8....ceoes wcoesors cavennas

By amount paid at Qttawa........

10 DBIAIICE vevsvavessnts avoraness asssns o cossanoer soonsonss ssssasasasss sasans sasuss

INDIAN Orricx, ToroNTO, 7th October, 1878.

b6—4 41
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EXHIBIT H.
No. b6. TmeER LEDGER, FoLio 28,

DUPLICATE FOR DEPARTMENT.
3359.76.
TaE CANADIAN BANK oF COMMERCE,
OrrawaA, 2nd October, 1878:

Received from H. H. Cook, on account of timber dues, 1873, in full, for Chris-
tian Island logs, the sum of three hundred and fifty-nine dollars and seventy-six
cents, which amount will appear at the Receiver General’s credit with this bank,

Signed in triplicate.
WM. MAYNARD, Jr,,
Entered, J. H. THOMPSON, Pro Manager.
Per Accountant,

EXHIBIT 1.
No. 56. TivsER LEDGER, ForIo 28,

DUPLICATE FOR DEPARTMENT.
$124.00.
.THE CANADIAN BANK oF COMMERCE,
OTrawa, 2nd October, 1878,

Received from H, H. Cook on account of renewal of Christian Island license, the
sum of one hundred and twenty-four dollars, which amount will appear at the
Receiver General’s credit with this bank.

Signed in triplicate.
. WM, MAYNARD, Jz.,
Entered, J. H. THOMPSON, Pro Manager.
Per Accountant.

EXHIBIT J.

I, William Telfer, of the city of Toronto, in the county of York, bookkeeper, do
golemnly declare that I am bookkeeper for Heury Herman Cook, of the said city of
Toronto, lumber merchant, that annexed hereto is a statement showing the amount
lost said Cook by over-returns of saw logs, and loss on lumber cut from said logs as
returned to the Indian Department as cut for the said Cook on Christian, Beausoleil
and Giant’'s Tomb Islands, in the winters of 1872-73; that the said statement is
made from the books and accounts kept of returns and outting, and to the best of
my knowledge, information and belief, correctly shows the amount of such loss.

And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be
- true, and by virtue of the Act passed in the thirty-seventh year of Her Majesty’s
reign, , ,intituled: “ An Act for the Suppression of Voluntary and Extra Judicial

8, .
WM. TELFER,
Declared before me at the city of Toronto,
in the county of York, this 28th day
of September, A.D. 1878,
CHARLES Moss, a Commissioner, &c.

EXHIBIT K.

DxepARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, INDIAN- BRANOH,
Orrawa, 8th February, 1877.
Str,—I enclose copy of a letter from Mr. H, H. Cook, and of the enclosure
therein, showing the amount lost by him in 1873 upon saw logs, alleged to have-been
42
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o~

over-returned to the Department and on lumber cut that year from logs taken off the
Christian Islands, and have to request that you will make a careful investigation into
the facts 38 to the quantity of timber alleged to have been over-returned, and report
the result, with a recommendation as to what rebate, if any, of the charges made
should be returned to Mr. Cook.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
E. A. MEREDITH, Deputy of the Minister of the Interior.
Wu. PLoMMER, Esq., Superintendent and Commissioner, Toronto,

EXHIBIT L.

Inpian Orrick, ToroNTO, 30th September, 1878,

Sir,—Referring to your letter of 8th February, 1877, enclosing correspondence
and statement from Mr. H. H. Cook, showing the amount lost by him in 1}8)f7)3 upon
saw logs alleged to have been over-returned to the Department, and also the loss on
the lumber manufactured that year from the logs taken off the Christian Islands,
and requesting me to report thereon ;

I have the honor to report that I have made as full enquiry into the case as was
possible under the circumstazces, and I am quite satisfied 1hat Mr. Cook sustained a
loss by the transaction.

I can farther testify, from personal knowledge, that the pine lumber on
these islands is of an inferior guality, and is, moreover, very much scattered over the
islands, thereby rendering lumbering operations difficult and expensive.

As to rebate, Mr. Cook will be fairly entitled to such amount as he may be able
to show to the satisfaction of the Department the agent he employed had over-
returned.

I have the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant,

. WM. PLUMMER, Superintendent, Commissioner Indian Affairs
Honorable the Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.
Allow Mr, Cook the remission to which Telfer’s declaration shows he is entitled.

EXHIBIT M.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, INDIAN BrancH,
Orrawa, 3rd October, 1878.

Str,—I bave to acknowled.:e the receipt of your letter ot the 30th ultimo, report-
ing the result of your investigation into the matter of the losses alleged by Mr. H.
H. Cook to have {een sustained by him in 1873 upon saw logs over-returned to the
Department, and to inform you that in view of your statements and the dec)aratlom;
filed by Mr. Cook, the Superintendent General has allowed Mr. Cook a rebate o
$1,486.24, the value of the logs over-returned.

Mr. Cook’s account will now stand as follows :—

Balance on 6th May, 1874....cccccmcecvrcssccsicccnscssenanceeas
Liess romittod 88 ADOVO...cecseicearrsssesssnsesssenes sessossssess

81,846 00

1,486 24
$ 359 76
Add ground rent and renewals to 30th April, 1879....... 124 00

Balaneo sesee seseRRs e cnIrsae wsssecrevee s00csssnsee oo s 483 76

i id i i ' f $483.76, his
Mr. Cook having now paid into this office the above balance of ¥ )
license covering the timberpgn Christian a;!gi other islands mentioned therein has been.
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renewed by the Superintendent General to the 30th April, 1879, and authority inserted
therein to allow him to cut cordwood in addition to the other descriptions of wood
mentioned in the license. The copy of the license in question in your office should
be forwarded to the Department in order that the renewal may be endorsed thereon
and signed by the Superintendent General. '
You will please hand to Mr. Cook his bond which you hold for the sum of $1,800.
I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

E. A, MEREDITH, Deputy of the Minister of the' Interior.
W, Prommer, V. S. and Commissioner, Toronto, Ont,

EXHIBIT N.
District of Muskok:,
To wit:

I, John M, Dollar, of the village of Bracebridge, in the district of Muskoka, make
oath and say, that during the season of eighteen hundred and seventy-five and seventy-
8ix I cut and got out for H. H. Cook, of the city of Toronto, lumber merchant, on the
islands in the Georgian Bay, south of Moose Point, three hundred and twenty-four
thousand six hundred feet of saw logs, to the best of my knowledge and belief.

J. M. DOLLAR.

district of Muskoka, this first
duy of February, A.D. 1879,

WinLiam DiNaBurN, a Commissioner in B. R,

EXHIBIT O.

Inpiax OFFIcE, ToroNTO, 218t November, 1878.

Sie,—In reply to your letter of the 13th inst,, I have the honor to say that I have
duly notified Mr. H. H. Cook that the Christian Island Indians had not agreed to:
the cutting of cordwood on their islands, and that the provisious inserted in his
license as 1o the cutting of cordwood must be considered null and void.

1 have examined your ¢ account current” with Mr. Cook, accompanying your
letter, and beg to return with this, one taken from our books, which I think will be
found correct, and from which it appears that Mr. Cook still owes the Department,
- on this transactiorn, $50.12, as shown in my former statement.

I have the honor to be, Sir, your obcdient servant,
WM, PLUMMER, Superintendent, Commissioner Indian Affairs.

The Hon. the Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

Sworn before me at Rosseau, in the}

EXHIBIT P,

No. 864.
PENETANGUISHENE, ONT., 7th September, 1877.

Sie,—We have duly received last night your letter of the 5th inst., advising us
of the course we have to take, and of what we have to do to settle matter in refer-
ence to the tan bark cut by us on Beckwith Island.

In answer we beg to state that, as we showed by the documents in our posses-
sion, we have acted in perfect good faith, thinking the authorization we had received
from Mr. H. H. Cook, the pretended licensee, was quite sufficient for us.

. However, as we are actually in trespass, and as in any case the dues have to be
paid, we are preparing to do what is necessary to arrange this matter, so as to avoid
oosts and trouble. e will see Mr. Van Block without delay, so as to prepare a

4
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correet return of what is taken away and what remasins on the island, and we bope
beiore long to be able to pay all dues to satisfy your claims against us.

At the same time, on account of our position, we beg of you to be lenient with
us, and to give us a sufficient time to make arrangements. ’

We are, Sir, your obedient servants,

FRANCIS LAFORGE,
JEAN BAPTISTE QUESNELLE, per Th. P.L.

W, PrummeR, Hsq., Superintendent and Commissioner Indian Affairs, Toronto.

EXHIBIT Q.

I have given the bearers, J. Bte. Quesnelle and Francis Laforge, liberty to cut
hemlock bark on Beckwith Island, the dues, 50s, per cord, to be paid before remov-

ing same.
H. H. COOK,
Per W. T.

Mipraxp, 28th May, 1877.
EXHIBIT R.

ToroNTO, 10th September, 1877.

Dnar Sie,—In reference to the tan bark cut upon Beckwith Island during the
summer by Messrs. Laforge and Quesnelle, I find, upon enquiry, that my clerk at
Miciand gave them permission to cut in my absence.

Yours faithfully,
H. H. COOK.

Wu. Prummer, Esq., Superintendent Indian Affairs, Toronto, Ont.
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REPORT.

The Select Standing Committee on Immigratio izati
submit their first and ﬁEal report :— g n and Golooization respeotfully

The investigations of the Committee have been confined to th inati

thrce witnesses, viz. : Mr, John Lowe, the Secretary of the Dapartre;)g:t? r(?f] nAa:i-lroif:u(l)-f
ture; Mr. Jacob Y. Shantz, of Berlin, Ontario; and Mr. James Flotcher, the
Honorary Entomologist of the Dominion. ’
_ The examination of Mr Lowe was in relation to the Department of Agriculture
in respect to the subject of immigration; the points on which the exam nation took
place having reference to the numbers of immigrants and their suitahility to the
country; the expense incurred in promoting immigration; the care of immigrants
after their arrival; the publications issued, and their circulation.

With respect to the numbers of immigrants, it appears that the decline which
was noticed last year, as compared with previous years, wus continued. The actual
numbers of all classes of immigrants arriving at our ports being less in 1885 than in
any year since 1881, and the same remark applies to those who stated their intention
to settle in Canada. The numbers given of all immigrants who came to our ports,
including those who were simply passengers by our routes to the Western States,
were, in 1885, 105,096, against 166,596 the previous year, the settlers in 1885 being
79,169, against 103,824 in 1884,

The immigrants were reported to be of an exceptionally good class, and it was
stated that none of those who came to find work remained unemployed, bat, on the
oontrary, the demand for the services of agricultural labourers and female domestic
servants was never at any point fully satistied during the year.

A close examination elicited the fact that no inducement nor sassistance of any
kind, neither by advertisements, pamphlets nor reduced passages, was held out to
mechanics, and comparatively few of this class came, ali who did so having come
without reference to any representations from the Department of Agriculture.

And with respect to what is called the  assisted passage,” it appeared from a
close examination that comparatively few of those immigrants who came during the
year availed themselves of it, those who did being agricultural labourers and their
tamilies and female domestic servants, the total number who availed themselves of the
cheapened passage being 6,694 aduits and 1,125 children, making in all 7,819, or
something less than one-tenth of the whole immigration.

The Committee were informed that the arrangements which had been made for
promoting immigration from the continent of Burope to the Canadian North-West
gave promise of success, while infant colonies, each of which was expected to form a
nucleus, have been successfully established in the North-West. These consisted of
Germans, Scandinavians and Hungarians, o

The total expenditure incurred by the Department for all immigration purposes,
including all fixed establishments, both in Europe and Canada, for the calendar year
1885, was $310,271.6'7, against $431,497.76 in 1884, showing & reduction of over
$120,000. The cost of all Canadian agencies for receiving immigrants was §6 1,909.35,
and the amount of expenditure at and through the London office §65,050. 17. ‘The
amount spent for printing publications, including cost of paper, was $75,022.80.
The amount for inland transport was $32,501.23, but of this amount only $6,7569.68
were for the service of the year, the remainder being for balances brought forward
The system of inland transport which was formerly afforded as an I{Jducepment to
immigrants having been withdrawn during the year, and & large reduction o” expen-
diture thereby made; and, with respect 1o assisted passages and commissions, the

6—1



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 6. - A 1886

-—

amount spent during the year was $36,748.33, of which amount $24.398.89 was paid
for effecting the reduced or sssisted passages during the year, or less than one-
thirteenth of the total vote, The remaining items of expenditure, making up the
amount above stated, are of minor interest.

It appears that large sums of money, in the aggregate, are brought into the
country by immigrants. The total, including values of effects, for the year, being
returned at $4,143,886.46, and this, apart from the stimulus to industries and pro-
ductions, is a consideration which may be set against the expenditure.

The totul numbers of publications of all kinds issued by the Department during
the year to promote immigration was 3,047,244, of which 344,800 were printed in
England and the remainder in Canada. .

The evidence of Mr. J. Y. Shantz, respecting the Mennonite immigration and
settlement in the North-West was very satisfactory. Hestated that the loan of $96,400
advanced by the Government in 1875, has been very nearly all repaid, and will soon
be entirely wiped off, principal and interest, which is proof of successful settle-
ment, despite the hardships suffered by those colonists on their first arrival in Man-
itoba. The Mennouites appear to have found in Manitoba the conditions of freedom
denied them in their own country. Mr. Shantz stated that they are gradually
relaxing their rigid system of village settloment, many of the younger people setti-
ing upon separate homesteads, among the surrounding popalation, and iearning the
English language.

The evidence of Mr, James Fletcher, the Honorary Entomologist of the Dominion,
was listened to with very much interest by the Committee. He made many sug-
gestions of great valne as to the best modes of counteracting the ravages of insect
pests which appear to be now, in all countries, one of the formidable enemies which
the farmer has to fight. .

A resolution was passed by the Committee, requesting the Minister of Agriculture
 to publish and cause to be distributed among members several thousand copies of

Mzr, Fletcher’s report, and this resolution has bean duly transmitted to the Minister.

The whole of the evidence taken before the Cummittee is submitted herewith as a
part of this report.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

P. WHITE, Chairman.
Commritter RooM No. 6,
Housk or ComMmons, 28th May, 1886.

MR. LOWE'S EVIDENCE.

NuMBERs OF IMMIGRANTS,—YEARS CoMPARED.—KINDS OF IMMIGRANTS.—ENTRIRS
witTHE SETTLERS' EFrrcrs,—CoLONIZATION.—MECcHANIOS Nor INVITED.

Housk or Coxmons, Orrawa, 24th March, 1886,

Mr. Joun Lowe, Secretary of the Department of Agriculture, called and exam-
ined :—
By the Chairman :

Q. Will you be good enough to state the pumbers of immigrants who arrived in
Canada last year, distinguishing settlers from passengers—your answer, I assame, will
have reference to the current year ? A. Yes, to the calendar year, All the reports
and sccourts of the Department are made up for the calendar year. The total immi-
grant arrivals in Canada during the last year, from all parts and by all ports, was
105,096. Of those 25,927 were passengers for the Western United States, and the
net number of settlers, according to the reports of our agents, was 79,169,

Q. How do these figures compare with those of ,1%84 and previous years? A.
-As compared with 1884, which was a yea; of large immigration, there was a serious
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decline. The numbers of settlers in 1884 were 103,824. And again, as

with 1883, the year before, the numbers were 133,634.’ In 1882 Lheﬁmu'xigrzgi%g gﬁ
112,468 ; in 1881, 47,991 ; in 1880, 38,000 ; in 1879 it was 40,492. The numbers of
immigrants for last year, therefore, though not as large as the two previous years, is
still relatively large, ’

Q. Cun you give the ports at which these immigrants entered, and state gener-

. ally how they were distributed ? A. The total arrivals vid Quebec were 17,035, of
whom 2,035 were passengers for the Western States, leaving 15,000 settlers in Can-
ada. That was against 31,629 of total arrivals for the previous yeur, showing &
marked decline.

Q. You are speaking now only of the port of Qaebec? A. Yes. At Halifax the
arrivals were 5,378 who entered as immigrants, of whom 286 were passengers for the
Western States, leaving us 5,092 settlers by that route. At St Johu, N.B., the
arrivals were 1,085, and those were all settlers in Caunada, as none of them went
through. At Montreal—and that takes in the arrivals from Boston and Portland—
the numbers were 3,230, of which 611 were passengers for the Western States, leaving
2,619 by that route. The total arrivals by the Suspension Bridge were 27,511, of
which 23,111 were passengers for the Western States, leavinz 4,400 as settlers in
Canada, At Port Arthur the numbers arrived there en route for Manitoba were
1,415; at Emerson, 3,189; and at Gretna, 4,066. Those were immigrants from all

ints outside of Canada, and not including immigrants from the old provinces to the

rovince of Manitoba. From other agencies there were reported 1,344 as from the
United States, and at Victoria, B.C., the agent there, Mr. Jessop, reports the total
arrivals of settlers at the various ports as 8,023. It is probably better, however, to
explain that the total number arrived in British Columbia—whites and Chicese
combined —was 20,144, Of these, 16,047 were whites, and 4,097 were Chinese. Mr.
Jessop had no accurate means of ascertaining how many of the white passengers
weve actual settlers in the province, and so he made a deduction of 50 per cent. from
the whole, for those who were merely passengers, leaving the figures that I have
given as the estimated number of white settlers, or, in other words, making & total
immigration into the province of 8,023, as stated.

By Mr. Paterson:

Q. Assettlers? A. Yes, as settlers. ) )
Q. Do you apply the 50 per cent. rule to the Chinese as well? A. No, their

numbers were comparatively small. There were 4,097 Chinese immigrants during
the whole year.

By Mr. Homer :

Q. Did you make any comparison of the Chinese im migration between the first and
the last six months of the year ? A. The total arrivals at the port of Victoria for the
first six months of the year were, by Puget Sound steamers, 7,635 whites, and 1,345
Chinese ; by San Francisco steamers, 1,485 whites, and 1,053 Chinese, and by Chulxla,
ships 730, making 9,09y whites for the first six months, and‘ 3,128 Cm’pgse. Fo; the
second half of the year the Puget Sound steamers brought 6,093 and 504 of w lteg
and Chinese respectively, and the San Francisco steamers brought 864 whites an
402 Chinese, or a total of 7,926.

Q. That shows a great difference between t
the first and the last half of the year? A. ?es,
‘one farther item included in the main question,
grants with entries of settlers’ goods. The num
32,301, as against 35,000 odd for the previous year,
These entries, I should inform the Committee, are 1 )
by name, giving the nationalities. One feature of that item 18 t
are returned Canadians. 3

he immigration of Chinese during
& marked difference. There is still
and that refers to arrivals of immi-
bers of those daring the year were
showing a tendency %0 decline.

from actual regzistration, nams
hat 22,266 of those
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By the Chairman : »

Q. Can you inform the Committee as to the causes of this decline in the numbers
of the past year as compared with those of previous years? A. The general causes
can be very plainly stated. In the first place, there has been a general decline of
emigration from the emigration centres; there has been a decline of emigration
frow: the United Kingdom, and also from the Continent of Europe. But I have no-
doubt that we have suffered in a very marked degree from the breaking out of the
disturbance in the North-West Territory last spring, as that distarbance broke out
just at the time that the emigration booking arrangements began, and the reports
which were published, not only in the United Kingdom, but thronghout the Conti-
nent of Europe, were highly exaggerated.

By Mr. Watson :

Q, What do you mean in your reference to those 22,266 Canadians? Do you
mean that they are Canadians who had previously left the country? A. Yes; that
is the number of persons who, on making entry of their effects when coming into
the country, gave their nationality as Canadians. They were registered name by
name.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Those 22,266 are part of the total of 79,1692 A. Yes.

By Mr. Cameron (Middlesex) :

Q. Was the registration made in the Cnstom hounse books? A. No. It wasa
regisiration by Customs collectors on a form which is supplied by our Department
for the purpose of obtaining those statistics, the Minister of Castoms giving orders.
to all collectors of Customs 1o bave that form filled in and returned to the Department

on the occasion of every settler’s entry.
‘ Q. That is, as well as the form that is necessarily made out, to allow settlers’
goods to come in free ? A. Yes; this is a special torm for the simple purpose of
statistics. There is still one further point which has led 10 a decline in the immi-
g&tion to Canada, I think, even as compared with the United States, and that has
er;d the greater cheapness of the passenger rate to the United States than to
Canada.

By Mr. Paterson :

Q. There has been a return of Canadians every year, has there not ? A. Yes.

Q. Isthis number more than usual ? A. We have the figures of other years.
Those of the last two years were larger. With that exception, these are larger than
in any previous year.

Q. As I understand it, in taking the census we do more than take the actual net
count of people in the country at the time,dowenot? A. No; not any not actually
domiciled in the country, There appears misapprehension with regard io that.
Where any person, in any case, has left the country, that person is not taken.

Q. Was no one counted who was not actually in the country at the time the
officers went around ? A. I do not say no one was not counted who might be out of
the country for a very short time, but no one was counted who was not a resident of
the house in which he was counted.

Q. Butdid we not count them when they were away in the United States ? I
want to find out whether, owing to the way we took our census, we can now certainly
count on those 22,000 returned Canadians as being an actual increase to our poj-uls-
tion, or whether a great number of those were counted as being here when they
sctually were not in the country at the time. If the census was taken upon that

, it certainly was misleading ? A. It conld not bave been possible that any of
those 22,000 were included in the census, in the way in which it was taken. They
could not have been living in the United States and at the same time domiciled in
Canada, :

4
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By Mr. Watson :

Q. I think you stated that in taking the census, in some instances, the head

the house was asked how many residents ‘were in the house, Now, there might l?:
three or four sons, two or three of whom might be working in the United States for
& few months, and these were counted as residents in the country ? A. The ques-
tion asked of householders was, how many people belong to this house ? that is to
say, how many are there of whom this house is the domicile, or the home ? They
might be temporarily absent in other provinces or in the States, but people of that
kind returning to their homes would not have to make entry of their household
effects or of settlers’ goods.

By Mr. Kirk :

Q. Was it not the practice of the enumerators to take all those who were in the
United States, but who were expected to return ? A. No; only those who were
living in and belonged to the house visited by the enumerator at the time.

Q. Wheb the census enumerator came to my house he asked me if any of my
family were in the United States and I answered thatthere was one. I then asked him
if he took those members of the family who were in the States, in the census as well,
and he answered that it depended upon whether or not they were expected to return.
He asked me whether we expected this one to return or not and I told him we
-certainly did, but that I did not know when. He was away for two years, but that
name was taken. A, Thzat was arather free, and I believe, exceptional interpretation
of the de jure system of census. Our system is precisely the same in this respect as
that of the United States, and for the same reason, it is specially adapted to federal
institations.

By Mr. McCraney :

Q. Suppose that these persons on coming back had their trunks and perhaps a
sewing machine with them, would not these be entered as settlers’ effects ? - A. I think
such would be simply passed as passengers’ effects. Settlers’ effects rather refer to
the household effects of the family coming back.

By Mr. Sproule :
Q. The law provides that these goods must have been used for a certain number
of months ? A, Yes, for six months.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. In the British Columbia figures, are the employés of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company included ? A. If the employés on the railway in British Columbia
had residences they would be taken at their residences, If their residences were else-
where they would not be taken. The enumerator asked particularly for the domiciled

population,

By Mr. Watson : o
Q. Boarding houses would be residences, of course ? A. There are special direct-
ions as to boarding houses, and only those are taken who are permanently domiciled

in such.
By the Chairman :

. : ; Y gtion. He wished to
Q. I think you did not quite comprehend Mr. Trow’s que 11 wayornot? AT

know whether ‘hose figures included those em loyed apon thera Y aded

unhderstood the reference to be to the ceusui ailway %mploh_yei W'Tgi-d :: t(l)n:altli oy
Y i i P is sti far int to benoticed i %

amongst immigrants. There is still one further poin [ statod that one of the difficnl-

fally the main question put to me by the Chairman.
A ., . . i to contend, was the fact of the
tiesin the way of immigration, with which we have to con One of our agents, Mr.

rates being against us as compared with t.hg United States.



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 6.) . A. 1886

Downs, of Bristol, writes thus ; I regret to state that I fear a large number of use-
ful settlers have becn lost to Canada owing to the extraordinarily low rates to the
United States and the dollar, U.S,, rate to Chicago. The enticing bills of 4,000 miles
for £3, 4s., 2d., which the New York lines distributed profusely ithrough every ham-
let, had a vay grect effect and the lowest rate to Quebec was not a set off against it.”

By Mr, Hesson :

Q. Were they carried for 81 inland, on the American side ? A. $1 was the charge
from the port of New York to Chicago, or £3, 4s., 2d., the whole distance. Price
bas always very largely affected the volame of immigration.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. Ou this question of rates do you know what are the most favourable rates
from Liverpcol to points in Canada? A. At present a £3 rate may be obtained to
Quebec from Liverpool. But there may be an increase. .

By Mr. Trow:

Q. What was the ordinary rate in 1885, from Belfast, Glasgow or Liverpool, to
Winnipeg ; have ycu any rate clear throngh ? A. I have not with me the precise
figures. 1t was, however, about £4 18s. from Liverpool to Winnipeg.

By Mr, Watson :

Q. How could your Bristol agent claim that the rate to the United States wasso
muoch cheaper? A. The rate to Chicago was only £3 4s., and Chicago is very near
the egointis of western settlement, and this made competition for us very difficult
indeed.

Q. So that this is railroad competition, and not so much from the steamships ?
A. New York steamship lines during part of the year put down their rates to the
lowest point of the St. Lswrence rates, and in addition to that there was a rate of
$1 from New York to Chicago.

By My. Kranz :

Q. It was down to $10 last year, from Bremen and Hamburg? A. Yes; the
North German Lloyds ard also the Hamburg packet line joined in the breaking of
rates with the Liverpool lines,

By the Chairman :

Q. Rerpecting the immigrants who entered with settlers’ effects, at Customs
houses, please give particulars of the numbers and nationalities, and your impression
of the character of this immigration? A. As to the numbers, I bave already
answered that question. Of the 32,301 who entered with settlers’ effects during the
year, the following were the nationalities given :—

ceersisesnnisesnsecerssnsencses 2,700
cscercescasase 8569

..... 673
GOIIDAD seseeserssrnssssasicecvessees sneensascrssannnnn cessecnee cecerseseess  DO4
U, S, OrigiDuscssseccncesciiessancs cotneronrennonnernnns crenseesassennrass 3,204
Canadian. cueeeacersris. sressrancess seves sensstssosssnessasese aroeesseses B2y 266

Scattering Origin.ce...ceerssssresscnsserarense sesecesssessssssssnseenss 1,991
They brought with them household effects to the value of $1,085,274.

Q. What was the character of the immigration of 1885, and did those immi-
grants who came to seek employment readily find work? A. The character of the
immigration, as reported by all the agents, was exceptionally good. No immigrants
who came seeking work remained without finding it. In other words, all immi-
grants, when they came, were employed. We had a meeting of the agents, in the

6
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Departu:ent, 1wo or three weeks ago. Each and all of them reported that there were
10 exceptions to the statement I have made, and further, that the demaund for agri-
cultaral labourers and female domestic servants was not saticfied.

By Mr. Baker (Victoria) :

thQ.fWas ttl)ae imﬁ)igra;ion l:agelx:t from British Columbia there? A. No; it was
rather far to bring him, but he has given us a very full report, the numbers f
which I have given to the (}'ommittee.g 7 pors o

By the Chairman :

Q. Have you ary information with respect to the movement of emigrants from
the countiy, under the head we bave heard so much about—the so-called exodus? A.
I do not think it can be said that there has recently been a movement or “exodus”
of emigrants from the country, and further, as regards that claim which wax made
by the United States authorities, of large numbers baving gone from Canada to that
country, at the point of Port Huron, it has been entirely abandoned. 1 have here a
copy of a circular published as sent from the Treasury Department at Washington,
to their Customs collectors, on this subject. It is as follows :—

“ WasnINGTON, D.C,, 20th Fobruary, 1886,

“Bince it appears to be impracticable to procure, under the existing laws, accu-
“ rate statistics of the immigrants arriving in the United States from the British
“ North American possessions, yon are hereby directed to discontinue the collection
¢ of such immigration until otherwise directed.

“ DANIEL MANNING, Secretary of the Treasury.”

I received, only the other day, a quarterly returp of the imports and exports,
and the immigration of the United States,and I find that under the head of Canadiuns
to the United States, they have left the return entirely blank, apparently for the
reasons stated in the circular. As regards the question put to me, I should further
state that we bave obtaired again from the Grand Trupk Railway Company an official
return of their total passengers, the result of which is this: The total number of ticl ots
purchased in Canada for all parts in the States—constituiing the outs a1 every point
at which their system touches—was 164,088, lees 4,69, tickets procured by cxchung-
ing at the port of arrival, orders obtained by immigrants in Europe for tickets, leav-
ing a vet total of 159,393. The total ins—that is parties who had purchased tickets
from a1l parts of the United States for points in Canada—was 157,018, making & net
loss of 2,375 on the interchange of passenger traffic by the Grand Trunk system to
all parts of the United States. I have algo, this year, the same information from th((ia
Canada Southern Railway Company, including the Michigan Ceutral system, an
that gives result of a small net loss of the same kind.

By Mr. Jackson 2 '
Q. How do they ascertain the number of tickets sold in the United States to
Canada? A. From the collection of tickets, and from the compilation in the <»f;:§
pany’s audit office at Montreal, The Traffic Auditor, Mr. Hawson, furniches ldbtﬁ‘/l d
statements and tables of the entries and exits at every single point. That balance o
figures is undoubtedly the net immigration or emigration, whichever way it n;’}?;
turn on that railway system, and that is the only possible mode of ?Bgestgtlxmnnges
actual fact. I am quite suze that the United States people have eatie (;] enln:l;g N
on that head, and that they must have been thoroughly eatisfied before they publis

the circular of the Secretary of the Treasury, which I have read,
By Mr, Auger : , .
j ? A. No
turn from the South-Eastern Railway Compgny‘ ,
the r?t.uga:vig 331§”5;§§md as regards the two railways 1 have mentioned, and that

‘was obtained to test the movement at Pox;‘t Huron.
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By Mr. Watson ¢

Q. Have you sny return of any description from the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company? A. No; we have only the accounts of our agents for Manitoba and the
North-West. :

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Have you any way of knowing how many Canadians there are in the North-
Woestern Stater ? [ see that a Chicago paper recently estimated that there were
450,000 Canadians there. A. There is no mode of ascertaining that fact with even
approximate accuracy unless from the actual returns of the United States census.
The figures stated in the question are absurd. By the last United States census the
total number of Canadians in the whole number of States was 710,500, of which, in
round numbers, about half were in the Eastern and half in the Western States.
Even these figures are large.

By Mr. Trom:

Q. Have you any means of knowing what number left the country from Prinoe
Edward Island, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia or Quebec by boat during the summer?
A. We have not that information.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Have you any knowledge to what classes those immigrants belonged that
were brought into the country this year? A. Do you mean those who enter at the
Customs ?

Q. No, but do you make any entry as to what class they belonlg; to, whether
labourers or otherwise? A. At the ports of Quebec and Halifax we have a regis-
tration, but those are the only points, and that fact can only be ascertained by
rogistration.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. How do the reports of the agents at the differents points entering Manitoba
correspond as to the volume of immigration with those of previous years? A. They
do not show 80 large ap immigration; on the contrary, it is the worst showing fer
Manitoba and the North-West that we have had for many years, The total gain to
Manitoba and the North-West, from a comparison of the ins and outs as stated by the
agents, is 7,240,

By Mr. Paterson :

Q. You say the United States authorities have abandoned their system of col-
lecting at Port Huron figures of the immigration from Canada? A. Yes, as appears
from the published circular I have read. :

Q. It seems pretty evident that there was looseness in the way those figures
were compiled. Bat, if I remember rightly, they assumed to enter settlers through
Customs there? A. Yes. '

Q. Well, if they did that, and their figures were so grossly wrong, is our system
of entry at Customs any more reliable? A. Their entries with settlers’ goods were
never called in question. We always asked for these, but never obtained them.

Q. But that was a large amount, was it not? A. That I cannot say. m
bave steadily refused to give us that information, although it has been oflen
for. If you had the entries with settlers’ effects yon would undoubtedly have the
immigrant settlers; but at Port Hurou they also take entries of settlers’ effects in
very considerable numbers who come into Canada from Earope by the St. Lawrence
route aud go out at Huron. But if we had the clussified entries we could glean
most useful information from tHem., '

8



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 6.) A. 1886

By Mr. Watson :

Q. The 7,240 who went into Manitoba are those who are found to the oredit of
Manitoba after deducting those who went out from those who went in ? A. Yes.

Q. Were the railway employés included in the ous? A. I have no doubt th
were, We have entries inward of 21,946, and outward of 14,706, and I have nodo
that in these outward entries there were many railway employés during the year.

Q. The number seems to be small, but we have had no perceptible increase in
settlement in Manitoba during the year. We know very well that from all the reports
‘we have had in the past, the census taken in the North-West Territories has fallen
1ar chort of what we expected ? A. Well, so far as I am concerned, [ can soarcely
say that. It may have fallen short of some popular expectations, but if you consider
that it is only a very short time since the railway went through Assiniboia and
Alberta, from which you may take the last year as a blank almost—aad then whan
you consider that you have a gain in those territories, which had been almost inacces-
sible, of 22,282, I-do not think that leaves any grouud for surprise that the figures
were not larger.

Q. But there is a great discrepancy between the figures that have beon farnished
us from time to time, as to the immigration to Manitoba, and the results of the
census? A, You have not yet the figures which would enable you to arrive at that.
The bulk of the settlement, or the thickest settlement, in what was formerly the
North-West, is now on the western boundary of Manitoba of which the census has
not yet been taken. We have had no reports of large settlement in the distriots of
Assiniboia, Saskatchewan and Alberta, other than that to be inferred from the rather
sudden springing up of some towns along the line of railway, and after the railway
‘was completed, which comprises a very short time indeed, if you take oat the year
1885, the year of the rebellion, which as I have stated was a blank as respects settle-
ment of all those parts. You have had a very short time for settlement; and even
that in the influences which followed the collapse of the “boom.” We had in those
districts, according to the census of 1881, a number of 26,080, and by the eensus of
1885 we had 43,362, making 85 per cent., or & total increase in those districts of
22,282. Some of the navvies who went in to make the railway and who were
counted a8 immigrants have gone to British Columbia, and some have returned. 1T
think the immigration figures will bo very much affected by the movement of the
navvies; and the bulk of the population will be found within the present bouncylatjlos
of the Province of Maniteba. In the Province of Manitoba in 1860 the popu’stion
was 6,691 ; in 1870 it was 12,000, and during the next ten years it rose to 65,000,
making an increase in that time of 439 per cent.

By Mr. Paterson:

i i i i i A.Ido not
Q. What is your estimate of the population of Manitoba in 18857
like to make an Zstimate in the particular circumstances of that province, I am merely
stating the actual facts of the census, L
Q. We have the census of the North-West Territories now. What we want to
get at is Manitoba, as near as we can. You will find some alarming dnscreganmce:n:ln
those figures when they are examined into, I fancy. That is, between t eﬁ aures‘t
numbers who have entered to this time, and the actual asoertained ceim‘sins xEmuni-
A. The caleulations of ratios which would be apprr;’xlmatiem{)or old-settled co
ties, wonld not be applicable to the circumstances of Manitoba. o
’ Q. Bnt’i Bnppoelzapwe have to enter on them. We base our calculations in Cos-

imj isti ion officially given ue, and I
toms and erimjnal matters, on the statistics of population Ot :(1) faZ n% T o estimate

4o not think hould find it such a delicate question as no :
of the po;)zlq{igz Z Manitoba in 18857 A. I have not made any calcul%t;‘l):; oﬁe thst
Dature as i‘espects the present population of Manitoba. The figures o nsas

show an increase between 1861 and 1871 from 6,691 to 12,228, or 82 per cent., and
from 1871 to 1881 of from 12,228 to 65,954.
9
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By the Chairman :

Q. I suppose you could arrive at an estimate by taking the census of 1881 and
adding thereto the estimated increase in population since that time; but there would
also be the natural increase to be taken into account? A. The ratio of increase,
during the last decenniad, if now applied, would show present large figures; but that
may not have been maintained.

By Mr. Paterson :

Q. Who gives the figures of poyulstion that form the basis of the criminal statis-
tics; dces rotthat come from your Department? A. Yes, they are based on a
logarithmetic calculation, having relation to corresponding areas.

Q. But who will give the estimate ot population ? A. Wegive the population by
the censuser, std where the ratics have been steady, an estimate may be based upom
the ratio. Eut where the ratio jumps, as in this case, and many of the elements are
wmcertain, it is almost impossible to make a confident estimate.

Q. Yes, but it is done; youdoit? A.Itis done in the way I have stated for
the criminal statistics, in the Department of Agriculture, but my position is the
special citcomestances must be taken into comnsideration—circumstances there are
no mearns of controlling in connection with such calculations.

By the Chairman :

Q. What do the immigration fignres amount to, in the aggregate, since the
oensus of 1881?. They amount to 136,184.

.

By Mr. Paterson :

Q. That i ircrease? A. Yes, 1o the end of 1€85, by taking the difference
between the irs and the outs, as reported by our agents. The census was taken in
April, 1881, and I have allowed for half of the immigration season in that year,

By the Chairman :

Q. The sggregate, you say, was 136,000, from 1881 to 18847 A. Yes; after
al]cwin%)l‘;a]f of 181, as tl-e census was taken in April of that year.

Q. we understand that that is an inorease to the 66,000 of the total popula-
tion ty the cersun? A. That would be the aggregate immigration, but there may
not have been sofficient allowance for the ehigration, as 1 stated, in the special cir-
enmstanoes of that province ‘

Q. And that is to be acded to the 65,0007 A. Yes; but then that is also again
affected both by births and by deaths.

Q That would give a further increase of 2 per cent. per annum,I svppose ?
A. T1Licrk certainly not in the Province of Manitoba, as many of the settlers are

mingle men.

By Mr. Baker (Victoria) :
Q: Do the marriages also affect the figures—two being madeone? A, Oh, yes:
that appeers to give a result in a series of figures,

By Mr. Watson :

Q. I would be glad if Mr. Lowe could give at the next meeting, his esti-
mate of the present population in Manitoba. I have stated before that I do not think
the mode of getting the information at these different points is the correct one, and I
do mot think it will besr investigation? A. Ishould feel very great difficulty,
for the rescons I have stated, in undertsking that ertimate. And’as to the mode of
gettirg the figures of immigration, I have never given them as anything more than
approximate. )

Mr. Trow.—I think that frcm the character of the movemert of population in
Manitoba—the constent changes that are taking place there from day to dsy—it 18

‘ 10
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utterly out of the questicn, without a census, to make a proper estimate. (A discussion
here arose on the value of figures of immigration and the mode of taking them in
Manitoba.)

Mr. Lowe, in answer to a reference to him, said that the numbers of those
who had left Manitoba and the Territories for British Columbia should be considered.
Mr. Jessop, the immigration agent of the Government in that province, says :n his
report: “ Another important factor in this connection is the travel by the Canadian
Pacific Railway during the year, down to the coast, and the absorption here and
there en route of farmers, farm labourers, stockmen, mechanics, and railroad men.
There are no means of ascertainirg how many came to the province by this route,
#nd from the United States, by way of Kootenay, but the number must have reached
betw cen two and three thousand, especially by including that large number of men
who distributed themselves over the mainland and the island, after the completion
of the road in November last.” That movement undoubtedly went on, and there was
developed a large mining and prospecting interest, which has added to the popula-
tion of British Columbia from the east.

The Chairman.—]I think the remarks which have becn made in reference to the
correctoess of these returns would be quite applicable if we had any means of testing
their correctness, but until we have that means I do not think it would be proper or
competent for us to call those returns in question.

r. Lowe, in answer 10 a remark of Mr, Watson, respecting the cost of pro-
curing these returns, said: The figures given did not make any special cost to the
Government. Their collection was simply an incidental duty of the officers, whose
duty primarily is to see to the care of the immigrants arriving, and he had no doubt
they were made in the best of faith and in the most careful manner.

By Mr. Farrow ;

Q. Would it not be possible to have a plan whereby every man going into that
country to settle might be required to regicter his name on entering the country, if
there were conveniences provided for so doing? A. I do not think that would be

ossible in {connection with railway train service at any given point; and perhaps

may be permitted to say, in further answer to this question, that I bave told the
Committee steadily, for several years past, there is only one mode, in my opinion, of
taking the returns of immigration or emigration as respects passengers in railway
trains, that is, by ascertaining the total number of ins and comparing them with the
outs, as in the mode adopted in the Port Huron exodus matter.

By the Chairman :

Q. Can you inform the Committee as to the pature of the emigration movement
from the centres of population in Europe from which it generally proceeds, and the
manner in which this has affected us as compared with others? ~A. As regards the
United States, there has been, as with us, a very considerable decline in the numbers
of immigrants, We have received a very full “proportion, We have commenced 8
series of colonizations of Scandinavians and Germans, and also Hurgariang, which
affect that movement and promise to be fairly successful. We have alzo, forf%le past
three or four years, succeeded in placing our publications on the continent 0 nropet,;
which hitherto we were quite unable to do, and this will further affect the mox:lenlz)en
from Europe in our favour. The colonizations I have referred to are effected by a
species of nominal reserves; that is, a few townships are ]‘Bld agide ind bave 221;1;:
given them, and though any person may make settlement in them, & eyFseryesmnce
nucleus of settlement for immigrants from the continent of Eqropi}-l o Ot!il n;e unce,
the new Swedish colony has now thirty-three entries, representing thir y- ttr;lers -
lies. The plan promises to be very successful. I have the names ot 5 © s«la] e
the particulars.” Most of them, 1 believe, have built houser, and settleme

Prosperous.
11
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By Mr. Trow :

Q. Where are they located? A. Near Minnedosa, on the line of the North-
“Western Railway. There is also 8 Hungarian settlement, which contains entries of
seventeen families. These people have built themselves houses, and are very highly
:satisfied with their position. ‘

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. When did they come in? A. Last summer. I think this emigration is likely
1o be followed by considerable accessions.

By the Chairman :

~=Q. Has the Department taken any steps, and what, to secure immigration from
France, Germany and the northern parts of Europe, including the Scandinavian king-
doms ? I think that question is pretty well answered by what you have already
stated, unless you have taken some other steps? A. We hdve succeeded in diffusing
-information, likely to be effective.

Q. What is the nature of the foreign immigration to Canada, in connection with
colonization in the North-West? A. Although not large, yet it is of the precise
kind which we have desired to promote, namely, people who have gone to take mp
iands, and to form colonies. 1t has been a colonizing system, largely. ’

Q. Were any measures taken to inflaence or regulate the kinds of immigration
88 Tespects classes, mechanics, agricultural, or general lahourers ? A, No encourage-
ment was given by the Depariment, except to the olass of agricultural labourers, with
their families, and to female domestic servante, The demand for all these classas at
-our geveral agencies has never been satisfied.

By Mr. Paterson :

Q. Was there no encouragement given ? You exclude from that the advertise-
mment in the old country papers, saying that there was work in Canada for all, includ-
ing wechanics ? A. There was no encouragement given either by advertisement or
.otherwise of that nature. On the contrary, both mechanics and general labourers
have actually been dissuaded, and the facts have been fairly laid before them.

Q. Is there no advertisement in any paper in the old country saying that there
is room for all who ehoose to come here ? A. No, none for which the Department ia
‘respoasible, and I believe none by the steamship agents, becanse they are working
in accord with us. There has been none whatever known to the Department.

Q, Whom do you suppose this advertisement is from ? A. I do not know of any
such advertisement. My position is that I deny its existence.

Q. Would Sir Charles Tapper have anything to do with it? A. Not with any-
thing of that character. I think you cannot show any advertisement asking those
-classes to come to Canada. '

Q. I did not say asking? A. Or any advertisement encouraging them in any
‘way.

By My, Cameron (Middlesez) :

Q. You say the Department discourages the puablication of advertisements of
-that kind ? A. Yes, the Dopartment has repeatedly sent over specific inetmet&ps,
which we have reason to believe have been thoroughly carried into effect by the High
-Commissioner. v ’
Q. Do you know whether they have gone the length of suggesting the removal,
'by the steamship companies, of advertisements of the character we are discussing ?
A. T state that I do not know of any such advertisements ; and I know that the High
-Qommissioner has long ago taken the necessary. steps to have all references to
mechaniocs and artisans removed from the advertisements. We have letters stating
~Ahat it has been done,
12
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Q. We know that the Department is not responsible for the announ cements th
are made by the steamship companies, but what I infer from your statemeel;t w::
that you had taken such action as will induce the steamship companies to remove
from their advertisements any references that might be misleading ? A, Yes, and
1 do not believe that any such are published. > ’
. Q. What would your construction be of any of these advertisements still appear-
mg_‘i A. I should like to see such advertisement before I can put any construction
OB 1L.

Q. Well, they are still appearing? A. 1 think not—and at least one should
be shown.

By the Chairman :

Q. I do not suppose you assume to control the steamship companies in this
matter ? A. No, we do not control them, but we have influence with them, and they
are very anxious to work in accord with the Department, and in the common interest
of the cause of immigration.

By Mr. Wilson :

Q. I would like to know what means are taken to protect the Government, ro
that no one but domestic servants and farm labourers are brought out? A, In ro far
as any of those people obtaining cheapened passages is concerned, if it is a question
of farm labourers, he would require to make a delaration stating where he had worked,
and at what acoupation, and of his intention to come and settle in Canada as a farm
labourer. That is also certified by a magistrate or clergyman, before the cheapened
passage can be obtained, and for which the man himselt must pay.

Q. Then you have adopted a method whereby to discountenance any artisans
from coming into the country. Have you recalled all of your books which you for-
merly issued and distributed through the various parts of Europe, wherein induce-
ments were held out to such individuals? A. Of course it is impossible to recall
the books distributed, but there have been no inducements of that kind offered for a
number of years past. On the contrary, the definitions are most clear in all the
books issued by the Department,

Q. Isee by the papers it is announced that there are a number of Guide-Books
distributed through the old countries. Are they still being distributed of a kind
wherein artisans are offered inducements to come to this country ? A, If you refer
to the Guide-Book published by the Department, that states distinctly that artisans are
not invited.

Q. Of what date is that book? A. It was published during 1885. i

Q. But those published prior to that? A.In some of the first Gmide-Books
which were published some years ago, there was & statement to this effect: that the
immigration of agriculturists would open the way for persons who would be
required to build houses or to make furnishings. I think that even in the first Guide-
Books you will find very qualified and very guarded directions for mechanics.

Q. I think the Guide-Books contained the statement, that Canada being a good
field for immigration, all could get work and obtain good wages, and be able to estab-
lish homes for themselves? A. I think not in those terms, but we have always
told everybody they could obtain homes on land, and many mechanics have done o

Q. In the remarks made by the High Commissioner I think he conveyed that
impression ? A. I do not know of any remarks of the High Commissioner which
invited mechanics as such. . .

Q. You did not see it, that you remember ? A. Idonot think the High Cotllx:-
missioner has gone beyond the definitions of the Guide-Books, or of those sent by the
Minister.

By the Chairman : ¢ tho Department, of
Have you any information from the correspondents of the Department, 0.
the ]%031)001’.5 {)f imgigmﬁon to Canada f}); the current year? A. The later corres-
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pondence of the Department has been very hopeful with respect to the immigration
prospects for the current year. It had been, during the last year, more depressed,
but the prospects are much brighter now than we had reason to think they would be
some time ago.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. I see in the reports that a commission of $2 per head is given to the immi-
gration of children. Where do these children come to, and who takes care of them
after they come out here? A. That is only given to children who are brought out
in connection with the homes, such as Mr. Middlemore’s home. He has a8 home in
Ontario and he brings out children at his own expense, and provides them with
places. The bonus is only given for children cared for in that way. It is confined
entirely to that, and it stands also in lien of other commissions of every kind.

By Mr. Trow :
Q. Did yoa give any encouragement to Miss Rye, and to Miss MacPherson ? A.
Miss Rye and Miss MacPherson are in the same position.

The Committee adjourned.

MR. LOWE'S EVIDENCE—(Oontinued.)

NUMBER AND COST OF IMMIGRATION PUBLICATIONS—THE ASSISTED PASSAGE—PER
CAPITA COST OF IMMIGRANTS,

TaurspAY, 15th April, 1886,
Mr. LowE re-examined : = ’

By the Chairman :

Q. Can you inform the Committee of the number and cost of immigration pabli-
cations issued during the year, giving, at the same time, a comparison with the pre-
vious year? A. The total number of publications issued by the Department daring
the calendar year was 2,702,444. There were also printed and issued in England
344,800, making a total during the calendar year of 3,047,244, The total cost of
these publications expended in Canada was $75,022, and in England $6,857, making
a total of $81,880. The average cost of each publication in Canada was a fraction
over 2% cents, and in Englaud the average was 2 cents. As compared with the pre-
vious year, the numbers are very nearly the same, The total numbers issued in
Canada during 1884, was 2,697,697, at a cost of about 2} cents each.

Q. Have you any information of the numbers of pamphlets or publications dis-
tributed by railway or other transportation companies in the interest of Canada ?
A. T have a report from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, indicating that they
issued 1,800,000 pamphlets. I have also some reports from other transportation
companies, but they decline to allow me to make them public. I may state, how -
ever, that the numbers are rather greater than those I have given.

Q. Have you any information of the efforts made by the railway and land com-
panies of the Western United States, by the distribution of publications, either in
Europe or our own Canadian provinces? A. We find the agents of the western
transportation companies at every point of our operations, and they are carrying on
a distribution on & more extended scale than we are, not only in the United King-
dom and Earope, but also oa this continent, including Canada.

Q. Can you inform the Committee how the expenditure of those transportation
companies for this purpose compares with that of the Department? A. I have
partly answered that already. That of the Canadian Pacific ﬁ.ailway Company was
very nearly equal to that of the Department, or about equal to it. That of some
-other transportation companies or steamslllip lines, is larger than that of the Depart-

4
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-ment. T have no doubt also, from the facts which we see, and also f

Y r Wy
accounts which I have seen, that the figures of some of the land and trans;ox:'m:::
companies, in the United States, very greatly exceed ours.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Their pamphlets are much more highly embellished, Don’t you attribute
the extra expenditure to the fact that they are more costly to produce?  A. Some of
them are 80, but not all. I think our Guide-Book is quite as elaborate a publication
as any published by those companies, and quite as well got up in every way, bat
they are perfectly lavish with their expenditure. I had information given to me
only the other day by Mr. Armstrong, who is the Canadian Colonization Agent of
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, who had just then returned from the west,
that it was within his knowledge four railway companies, that is, the Gould aystem,
the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, the Chicago and North-Western, and the St.
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba, are at present working in the Province of Ontario
with no less than twenty-two agents. We are perfectly aware that they ars distribut-
ing their publications very lavishly over the whole country. Some of those officers,
T am told, are young Canadians who are paid really very high salaries for their
services.

By the Chairman : .

Q. Can youn say if the publications issued by the Departmeut were useful and
in the pnblic interest? A. I think they have been in the very highest degree use-
ful and in the publis interest. We have been unable, with the publications which we
have issued, fully to satisfy all the demands for them, and of all the publications
which we have issued there has been an immediate distribution on demaad. The
steamship companies have circalated, for the Department, these publications fres of
expense, and they have absorbed large numbsrs. The publications themselves
have, for the most part, been compiled in the Department, and they contain matter
which many years of experience have proved to us to be useful. Apart from this we
have published large numbers of special reports which we have obtained from special-
ists from the United Kingdom ; for instance, Prof. Tanner has written a valuable
report, also Prof. Sheldon and Mr. Fream as well. More confidence attaches to the
utterances of these men than to any publications simply issued on the authority of *
the Department.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. What would be the expense of Prof. Tanner’s pamphlet; I mean, what remnn-

eration would he receive ? A. Prof. Tanner received no remuneration for his services,

but he was allowed for his travelling. expenses while visiting the country. The

allowance was based on his net expense. .
Q. And the same with Prof. Sheldon ? A. Yes, and tho same with Mr. Fream.

By My, Farrow :
Q. I suppose these expenses were very liberal? A. No; they were not more
than would cover the cost of travelling. ) .
Q. What would they be by the day? Was it by the day or by the journey ?
A, It was by the whole journey upon a calcalation of so much time. For instance,
one of those trips would last about three months, and the very highest remuneration
allowed for that was $480. The allowances were based on the actual cost of travpl.
There was nothing allowed for services and nothing asked. In fact, I do not think
anything would have been accepted by these men. ) .
ytla' %‘hey gave the Departmﬁmt their copyright? A. Yes, with full libarty to
publish to any extent we chose.

. By Mr. Sproule : ' o
Q. And the Department published it. ~A. Yes, we published those publications ;
I have a list of them if the Committee desllge to have it read.
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By My. Trow :

Q. How many were there published of the British Columbia pamphlet? A,
The British Columbia pamphlet had a very wide circulation, and there is still an
extensive demand for it. 1t does not refer simply to the Province of British
Columbia, bat to British Columbia in its relations to the North-West. 'We published
during the past year 257,000 copies of that pamphiet.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Have all of those 3,000,000 pamphlets issued by the Department been put in
oirculation? A. Yes. ‘

Q. And mostly in foreign countries ? A. Yes; a few have been distributed in
Canada, but comparatively few, and those few which have been distributed in Canada
bave been designed as in some manner a set-6ff to the very liberal diffusion of
pamphlets in the interest of Dakota and the Western States.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. There is an idea abroad that these pamphlets are not distributed probably as
well as they ought to be. Can you tell this Committee as to how they are distributed,
and if you are aware that they.find their way to the hands of parties living in Eng-
land and Scotland, and in the rural parts of the country? A, Very conriderable
vumbers are sent by our agents in the United Kingdom through the post. They are
made very light, so as to be carried with the minimum of postage. The chief dis-
tribution, however, is through the agents of the steamship companies, The mode of
operation is that each agent is asked how many pamphlets he will undertake to
distribute, and he makes a requisition for & specific number. That specific number
is sent to him. TItis found that these requisitions are often repeated, which is a
proof that the supply sent has become exhausted.

By Mr. Trow ;

Q. It may be exhausted in the ocities and towns, but, as Mr, Farrow has inti-
mated, the pamphlets would be more valuable if circulated in the rural distriots ?
A. Well, take for instance one single steamship company, which has no less than
1,260 agents in the United Kingdom, soattered through every part and through the
raral districts, It is an object to obtain immigrants from the rural districts. In fact
the distribution in towns is nothing in comparison with the distribution in the rural
parts.
Q. I think it would be better if your agents were instructed to visit the country
taire and gatherings ? A. That is constantly done. On the occasion of agricultural
Zatherings and fairs we generally have a stand—a Canadian stand—at which we
show specimens of Canadiap grains in stalk, as well as threshed, and Capadian
grasses, a8 attractively arranged as possible, and on these occasions we distribute
very large numbers of publications. The people who visit these fairs are for the
most part country and farming people, and our exhibits have always attracted very
considerable notice.

By My. Jacksom :

Q. From the fact that these steamship companies have 8o many different agents
scattered all through the various countries, would it not, in your opinion, be wise for
this Government to dispense with publishing those pamphlets and leave it to the
steamship companies and the Canadian Pacific Railway ? The Canadian Pacific
Railway Company now have so many lines in the North-West that it should be to
their interest to take this matter in hand, as the American lines do across the horder.
The American Government does not issue any pamphlets ? A. I do not think it
would be wise to relax our efforts. The American Government does not, it is true,
directly sppply pamphlets, but it gives up a very large portion of the public domain
to railway and land compavnies, and the Wsroceeds of the sale of that public domain

1
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go very largely into the cost of agency and advertising and the distribution of
pamphlets, so that the American Government indirectly spends more largely than
we do in this way.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. The Canadian Government do the same ? A. Yes; and the same results are
being produced by the same process, but not to'the same extent. I believe also that
the Canadian Government can make statements and say words which a mere trans-

rtation company, whose interest is simply the carrying of emigrants cannot say,
apd I think therefore it is important that the Capadian Government should directly
make its statements for the information of emigrants, as, for instance, in the form
of the Guide Book, or indirectly through such publications as those of Profs. Fream,
Tanner and Sheldon,

By Mr, Trow :

Q. How do you account for the fact that the cost of pamphlets in 1885 was
greater than in 1884 ? A, Ttere is really very little difference in the cost. It is
only about one quarter of a cent difference, and the distribution of a larger number of
a more expensive pamphlet would account for that. As a matter of fact, however,
it happens that the scale of prices paid during the last year was less than that of the
previous year.

Q. What was the edition of Prof. Tanner's pamphlet? A. We published about
200,000 of that pamphlet during the yesr.

. Q. Do you know who it was published by ? A. It was published in Montreal, or
rather it was printed in Montreal, and published by the Department. A portion of
it was printed by the Herald Printing Company, and a portion also, I believe, by an
office in Quebec.

By Mr. Auger ;
Q. By what office in Quebec ? A, By Demers Bros.
By Mr. Farrow ;

Q. Have you seen the recent pamphlets issued by the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company ? A. Yes, : ) o

Q. Do you think these pamphlets will be better adapted for cirenlation in the Old.
Country than what you have been in the habit of circulsting ? A. The Canadian
Pacific Railway pamphlets are very good. They are largely based on the reports of
settlers. We adopted that plan two or three years ago, :,s,nc_i we published an enor-
mous number of the pamphlet, * What Farmers Say;” in fact, we published go
many of that, that we thought it advisable to let it have & little rest. I see that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company are walking in our footsteps.

By Mr. Sproule : i ey
. Has the Immigration Department any control over exhibitions In railw.
Btatians and agencies igolx" the Balepof tickets in connection with the CanadmnWPa:xﬁc
Railway. I mean the exhibition of grains and other products from th‘? eg e;n
States? A. No, but so far as that is concerned the Capadian Pacific Rai w:y T(l)m -
y have an exceedingly efficient arrangement for exhibits from the f?lfs - t.r;
ave fitted up a car which they place on exhibition in differents par{t;z qt d??, conn 7
Q. You refer to the North-West, but I mean exhibits from the Unite ; s
notice that their office in Toronto is literally filled with samples of graio 11":;mﬁ'0m
Western States, Minnesota, Dakota and Illinois. There are very Cfcw eumpare Jfrota
our own North-West? A. I think the Canadian Pacific Railway Ompm:;ywhicb el
ing that point now with this-car contaiping, specimens of om; grax:ﬂwa b hos
atfracted some attention. It seems to be 8 mx_u_ual arrapgement X ox; mr e syin oo
panies to afford each other facilities for adverusing. We got our pamp

United States in that way. "
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By the Chairman :

Q. Does not that ear go into the Province of Quebec also? A. Yes; and I have
reason to believe that company is making efforts to divert to the North-West of
Canada the emigration which formerly went to the United States. But, on the other
hand, the eftorts made by American transportation companies are most lavish, and I
think they far exceed our own, both in expenditnre and extent, and these efforts are
made in Canada,

By Mr. Sproule:

Q. What I wish to draw your attention to is the fact that American railways
are aliowed to make those exhibits so plentiful in our country, while I am told that
they will cot allow us to do the same in the States. A, That is an error. On that
point I may state that all American railways having connections with British Col-
umbia have circulated very large numbers of the British Columbia pamphlet for the
purpose of attracting attention to that country, of course, having for object to secare
passenger trafic. We have, to a considerable extent, been enabled to meet the
Anmericans on their own ground in that particular.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Are the plates in those Guide Books more expensive than the solid matter ? A.
Some of these plates are quite expensive ; that is to say that the first cost where it
is fine engraving is expensive, but we subsequently get an electrotype for about a
dollar and when the cost is spread over a large issue of a pamphlet it enhances the
price very little indeed,

Q. For instance, the view of the Bell Farm? A, That is an engraving.

Q. We have also cuts of homesteads, and a comparison between Winnipeg in
1871 and the same in 1873, and they are not very well printed either? (Holding in
his hands a small pamphlet.) A. You will find them better printed in the Guide
Book. It requires a very fine impression to get a good effect from a fine engraving.

By Mr. Wataon ;

, Q. Do you think it would be advisable to have a more exhaustive work on immi-
%'ation than those small pamphlets? A. I think the Guide Book published by the
epartment is & very elaborate book, and is the most elaborate immigration pamphlet
which has ever been issued in Canada, or probably in any country.
Q. What is the cost of that? 1 have not the precise fizures with me, but I think
it costs ten or twelve cents. It is in that neighborhood.
N IQ. 1 think you said you had looked over some manuscript of Mr. Anderson’s ?
. I have.
Q. Do you think it a good work? A. I have stated to the Committee that it is
a singularly able compilation. It is written, certainly, with very great ability and
sharpness, and it covers & very wide ground. It might require some little corrections,

By Mr. Sproule : .

Q. Have you any idea as to the cost of that work ? A. I have not made s calen-
lation of the cost of printing that pamphlet, but it might be aboat the cost of our
Guide Book.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Can you tell the Committee whether special efforts have been taken by the
Department to circulate literature in the Scandinavian countries in their own lan-
%uage ? A. There has been a series of leaflets and several pamphlets sent by the

epartment from London to the seyeral Scandinavian countries, and they have been
circulated to a considerable extent. In faot, the greater number of publications that
I have enumerated as having been printed in England are of that kind.
18
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By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Are they issued in the different languages, or in one language? A. Yes;
they are circulated in the différent languages.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. What difference do you find in the cost of printing in thedifferent languages ?
A. It costs a little more to set the type in the Scandinavian language—at least it
would in Capada, as fonts of that type are not so common, and the work would be
more particular. But the cost of setting a pamphlet is & very small item indeed,
compared with the cost of grinting in large numbers; and the cost of printing—that
is, the press work—would be the same in a Scandinavian as in any other language.
¥n order to print pamphlets in the Scandinavian languages, it would be necessary to
have special fonts of type adapted to those languages.

By Mr. Sproule:

Q. Ts the translation very expensive ? A. The cost of translation would, of course,
be more or less expensive. At least, it is an item of cost; but all those fixed charges
really do not amount to very much on the whole pamphlet, if you print large
numbers.

By Mr. Watson :

Q, You say that the larger pamphlet distributed in those countries would have a
better effect than the smaller one? A. I have not made that comparison, but I have no
doubt that the large pamphlet wonld have a beneficial effect if it conld be circulated ;
but it is a question of expense and administration, The distribution of a large pam-
phlet that does not sell would be very expensive, Our Guide-Book is quite large
enough. It contains a large number of pages, and to overcome the difficulty of weight
the type used is very compact and the paper on which it is printed is a very
thin sheet, and very finely made so a3 to give a clear impression,

By Mr. Jackeson :

Q. What is your opinion in regard to. this manuscript of Mr. Anderson’s, don’t
you think it would be too voluminous? A. Its sizs is a question of seriousness in
relation to it, It is, of course, for the Minister of Agriculture to decide, and it is &
question of expense.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. You issued Prof, Tanner’s pamphlet, and the British Columbia pamphlet at
a cost of about two cents each? A. Yes, at a little less; each of those pamphlets
was printed on one sheet of paper, containing two forms of sixteen pages; thatis to
say, from one single sheet of double demy, which is a standard size of printers’
paper. The pamphlets are compressed to that size and made to fit it for their more
economical printing in large numbers.

Q. Considering the size of those pamphlets and their cost, would you not think
that this proposed pamphlet would be a cheap one according to the estimate given?
A. That pamphlet, if undertaken by the Department, would be printed on precisely
the same tariff of charges, and for its size the cost would be precisely the same. There
would be no difference whatever.

Q. Have you any estimate of the cost of this pamphlet provided it was printed ?
A. I have no very precise estimate, but some estimates have besn furnished to the
Department by the author. I have not verified those estimates. Of course, much
depends on the number of puges the pampblet WOuéd make, the amount of paper that
would be required for its publication and tho number of tokens of press work. The
scale of cost is precisely the same as with the British Columbia or other pamphlets.

Q. Then you have no idea of the probable cost of thit pamphlet? A. I cozld not
say. Mr. Anderson, however, has given ulsgn figure which may or may not be correct.
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I cannot personally say whether or not it wonld cover it. I think he has taken some
pains to ascertain the prices.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. Could you recommend the publication of Mr. Anderson’s work to the
Department ? A, I think the publication of Mr. Anderson’s work would, in itself, be
valuable, but that is a question which is limited by those administrative questions
which I have spoken about in relation to expense and cost and circulation, which
would require very careful consideration.

Q. Do you think it would be any advantage to your Department to have a com-
mittee struck out of this committee to Iook over Mr. Anderson’s manusecript and try
to bring pressure to bear to secure its publication, that is, if it is a good work. Mr
Anderson is naturally anxious to have something done with it? A, The Departmen

'of Agriculture would be glad to have any possible information which might assist in
the more perfect elucidation of any question, but to give anything like a critical
opinion of Mr. Anderson’s work would require a long study.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. You ought to be in a position to give us some idea of the probable cost of that
work. Have you not submitted it to the printers? A. No; I have not done that.
That is & matter which it would be easy to do in as regards its publication in Eng-
lish, and calculation could be made as to the extra cost in Scandinavian. Mr, Ander-
son’s work is intended chiefly for the northern and Scandinavian countries. As a
matter of fact, I do think it of the highest importance to have the resources of this
country made known in all those northern countries. There is one further point
affecting this, and that is, that a proposed association of Scandinavians for the issu
in% of publications in relation to the North-West, which has relation to this pam-
phlet, would be a factor of very considerable interest in promoting immigration.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. Have you any agents travelling in those northern countries at all? A. We
have no regular agents. Mr. Baldwinson, of Winnipeg, who is president of the
Ioelandic Society, went to Iceland with a view of endeavouring to promote the emi-
gration of his countrymen to Manitoba ; also Mr. Ohlen, an employé of the Depart-
ment at Winuipeg, the Department making him an allowance for his expenses. ~Mr.
Schmidt, also a8 Scandinavian, has gone too, and Mr. Riedell has also gone on &
similar mission.

Q. They are all well posted on the country? A. Oh, yes, of course, they have
lived there,

By Mr. Auger:

Q. Can you give us the proportion of pamphlets published that are distributed
in Canada? A. I cannot give you the exact proportion in figures, but I may state to-
you generally that only a very small proportion of those publications are distributed
in Canada. The bulk of them are distributed in the United States and on the continent

By Mr. Trow :

Q. How many pamphlets were issued entitled “ The Dominion of Canada ?” A,
50,000 of them were published.

Q. Do you know the cost of them ? A, The 50,000 cost about $800.

Q. Do you know where they were printed ? A. Yes, at Pembroke.

Q. They are not printed by tender ? A. No, but on a tariff which affords a very
narrow margin,

Q. Isee that Mr. Ross' speech is in that pamphlet. I do not know that that
would be very interesting for circulation through the country ? A. It is a speech
descriptive of the Canadiaw Pacific Railway in relation to the opening up of the
North-West.

20
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By Mr. Wilson 23

Q. Was it published by the authority of the Government? A. Yes, by the
authority of the late Minister of Agriculture.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. Was it published by a newspaper in Pembroke ? A. Yes.
Q. What is the name of the proprietor ? A. Mr. Gallagher.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. How did you make that selection of Mr, Ross’ speech; we have had other
speeches on the Government side of the House equaliy valuable as promoting immi-
" gration ? A: Yes, but it was thought that that speech should be used because it
gave particular information relating to the North-West.
Q. And because it advertised Mr. Ross? A. Oh, well, I cannot say that.

By Mr. Farrow:

Q. I suppose, because he had lived in the country so long they thought it would
do some good, and would be received as truthful ? A. The selection was actaally
made on account of the matter of the speech itself in relation to the North-West.

Q. Was any more paid for that than for the others? A. No; it was paid for on
a tariff, which afforded but a slight profit.

By Mr. Hesson :
Q. You say Qbout $1.30 per hundred ? A. Yes, something like that.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. Does Mr. Ross get a royalty on the publication? A. No.

By Mr. Wilson :
Q. I think Mr. Ross is not a very good living example of the resources of the
North-West, since he himself hag gone to British Columbia? A. I cannot speak on
that point.

By t;te Chairman :

Q. Can you tell us what was the total expenditure incurred in immigration
during the year 1885 as compared with the previous year? A. The total expenditure
for immigration during the calendar year 1885, for all services and all establishments,
both on this continent and in the United Kingdom, was $310,271.67, against, for the
same service for the year 1884, $431,497.76, being a reduction of over $120,000 in a
comparison of the two years.

Q. Can you give the Committee the headings of the principal items of expendi-
ture ? A. The total expenditure for Canadian agencies—that is, for Canadian estab-
lishments all over the Dominjon—was $61,909.38, The total expenditure for the
London office, including the staff and the expense of the agencies and the general
expense, was $65,050. There was an item of §1,000 granted to the Women’s Protec-
tion Society. The general expenditure of the Department was under the following
heads: for printing, $65,641; for paper for pamphlets and publications, $19,381; for
inland transportation there is an item of $36,748, but the greater part of that expen-
diture was incurred in the previous year. The net amount expended for that service
in 1885 was only $5,759. There was an item for assisted passages and commissions
of $36,748 in the calendar year, .

By Mr. Auger :

Q: Have you just the amount for assisted passages? A. The item for commis-
ions is included in the figures. 21
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By Mr. Trow :

Q. But those two items—transportation and assisted passages—are the same?
A, They are for the aid of immigrants, but quite different. The net amount paid
for inland transportation for the calendar year was $5,759. Commencing with the
beginning of the last immigration season, an order was issued by the late Minister to
stop paying the inland transport which had prevailed for many years previously.
Then, with regard to assisted passages and commissions, the amount paid during the
year was $36,748. The amount included in that item for commissions is a little over
one-third, which would make the actual net amount paid towards assisted passages
in 1885, $24,000.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Are you speaking of the fiscal yesr or calendar year ? A. Of the calendar k
year. The fiscal year may make a little difference in overlapping the half year, but
the figures are the same over a series of years.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. What number of passengers were assisted out? A, 7,819. There were 6,694
adults and 1,100 children. There were paid for bonuses to children, during the calenda®
year, $3,063, for the British Columbia bonus $500 and for repatriation $2,617. ‘

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Are those French Canadians who are coming back from Massachusetts ? A,
They are returning Canadians whom our agents report as coming back to the
eountry.

By Mr. Fisher :

- Q. Do you know how many French Canadians have been brought back ? A. I
cannot tell you how many came back directly under our agency, but the numbers
are very considerable, The total numbers of repatriated Canadians I gave in my
evidence before. The total number of returned Cansdians as registered at the Cus-
tomg by entries of settlers’ goods was, during the year, 22,266.

Q. That is, of all races and countries ? A, No. That is simply of returned
Canadians, .

Q. Do you say that there were 22,266 returned of French origin ? A. Ido not
say all of French origin; but the 22,266 were all returned Qanadians,

Q. Of all origins ? A. Yes, Canadians, those who had been living in the United
States and have come back to the country. '

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Do I understand you to say that there were only 7,819 immigrants who
received assistance ? A, Yes, who received the benefit of the cheapened pas:zage
which they paid ; they are a very small proportion of the whole.

By My, Farrow :

Q. What amount of assistance did you give them ? A. The total amount
expended for assisted passages, that is making a reduction to the immigrant in the
rate of passage, during the year, was $24,000.

Q. About $3 per head ? A, Something like that on the average.

Q. They were assisted after landing, it appears, that is, after they had arrived at
their destinations. How is that done ? A, 1t is not done now, except in the case of
such persons as may be left over from each steamer, who are unable to proceed into
the country to obtain work. The total expenditure in that service during the year
was $5,759,

Q. I suppose they are sent out to where they are wanted ? A. Yes, tofthe nearest
point where work can be found for them.
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By Mr. Watson :

Q. What is the fare for immigrants from Liverpool to Winnipeg ? A. During
the last year it was a low figure—£4 13s. sterling. There may be a change during
the present year. To complete my answer to the question of the Chairman I may
staie there was expended in furnishing meals to immigrants during the year $10,400,
There is an item of $800 to Ocean Mail Clerks for distributing pamphlets and other-
wise acting as agents of immigration on the steamships. o

By Mr. Trow :

Q. I thought the steamship company distributed those gratuitously ? A. They
do distribute them gratuitously, but we have also given a small sum annually to the
Mail Clerks to engage them as our officers in the service. To continue my answerto
the Chairman’s question: There is an item of $3,759 for delegates’ expenses ; that is,

ersons coobected with the press who have come to Canada, and whose expenses
ave been paid by the Department.

Q. Who were they ? A, There were Prof. Tanner, persons who went to report
on the North-West, and correspondents of the press. I have a list and I can furnish
it in detail. Continuing the answer to the main question: For travelling agents
employed by the Department during the year in Europe and elsewhere, the expendi-
ture was $3,600. There is also an amount of $1,900 for special agents, and an ilem
of $5,800 for special services of clerks in copying and various other services in the
Department in the interest of immigration. There was an expenditure of $5,300 for
colonization, Those are the items,

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. I see according to the report of the Auditor-General that the agents in Europe
are limited to a certain amount for travelling expenses—$4 per day. Now in the
accounts of the year before, we have some tremendous charges, in my opinion, put to
that item, for instance, in the case of Mr. Dyke, of Liverpool ? A. Those were not
personal expenses simply. '

Q. For instance, we have travelling expenses put down at $27.50 per day? A,
That was erroneously so entered.

By the Chairman :

Q. What was the per capita cost of immigration in 1885 as compared with the
]())x(')evious year, taking the years respecting which this information was given to this
o g;mittee ? A, The per capita cost, including all establishments of last ycar, wasy

Q. That was for last year? A. Yes. !

Q. How does that compare with previous years? A, The per capita cost, that
is for all establishments and all immigrants, for previous years, was as follows :—

1878 cveenrieacinnieetiieincnannanennnnsncssesrensseasessicenersoncaresees $10 83

1876 . ccrreneiinnerasnnennrieriisenteatenninseneines cosesssecsecensansees 11 12

1877 venerenicinnnnnnense N cesese cesectcecrasesnsecanascense O TD
1878...ceueeu.s csaenennns $0000e0tetet cacune sive. sevsnreseacieasesreasseees O 23
........ ceereeracsrvarniaresansenes 4 3B

P TR P 3§ |
18Bl.ceiiiieeneninneinransesenesnses cerens cremenes vecsesoenase ceeerennen 4 31
1882 ceerieriiinniirteiseeienens sestnissaennnannn e cestta seenneanennnenn 3 08

1883 ieiincreeieeitisariaeiierertiuiireiinnsesontressniossresseceesees 3 1D

1884............ D SRR R PR I £

By Mr. Trow:

Q. Does this $3.92 include every item of expenditure chargeable to immigration ®

A, Itincludes every expenditure made by the ]ggpartment for immigration, for fixed

establishments and for special services of all kinds. )
23
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By Mr. Hesson :

Q. Does it include quaraniine? A. No, quarantine is a special service, not
connected with immigration.

By the Chairman :

Q. What was the effect or operation of the assisted or cheapened passages in the
oompetition for immigrants during the last year ? A. One effect, and one exceed-
ingly good effect, in relation to Canada, was that it afforded, for this special class, a
slightly difforential rate as compared with New York. That is one general effect.
We did not, however, gain sa much advantage last year as in other years, owing to a
eomplete break in the New York rates. The next effect was that it enabled families
of agricultural labourers to come who probably without that cheapened passage
would be unable. The earnings of the agricultural labourers in England are so small
that thoy will not allow him to lay by any surplus, after keeping his family, and it
often huppens that he will barely have sufficient to enable him 1o live. It wasin
that view that that cheapened rate was, in the first place, made and continuned.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Does your Department give encouragement to the bringing out of small
children. There have been some very great objections found to that in some parts of
the country ? A, The Department does not bring out this class, nor does it influence
it. It hax, however, afforded this much encouragement, that in the case of those
ﬁrsons who have brought out children at their own expense or by collections in the

nited Kingdom, and who keep those children in charge in this country until dis-
tributed, a bonus of $2 per capifa has been allowed for them.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Is that item of $3,000 paidto several societies given to assist in bringing
out children ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Jackson :
Q. Isee that item has been more than doubled during the last year. The year
before it was only $1,500, now it is over $3,000? A, Yes; the commission to
children amounted $3,063. That is the total amount paid out during the year,

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. That was paid to those societies. Was it divided up between those societies
and to private individuals ? A. It was paid to the persons in charge of the children.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Does that inclule Miss Rye and Miss Macpherson ? A. Yes, and Mr. Middle-
more and the Catholic children of Cardinal Manning’s society.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. In addition to that there was an amount given to parents who brought over
their children ? A. Oh, no Sir, the Government gave nothing to parents, but only
to those who had charge of the children sent out.

Q. I thought you said yon paid something to the families who brought out
children to this country ? A. There was never anything of that kind ever paid by
the Dominion Government,

By the Chairman :

‘ Q. Can you inform the Committee what is the amount of money and values

Jrought into the country by immigrants during the year 7 A. The total amount

of money and values brought into the country during the year is reported by oar
24



49 Victoria Appendix (No. 6.) : A. 1886

agents at over $3,000,000, and as reported by Customs at $1,080,000, or in all
$4,143,000. It is found that on an average the same facts seems to prevail here as
well as in the United States, that immigrants bring to the country with them a per
capita value in the neighborhood of $60, it may be sometimes a little more or some-
times a little less.

Q. In money? A, In money and effects. The actual average values are about
$60 per capita.

By Mr, Jackson :

Q. In regard to the values brought into the country by those immigrants, yeu
do not pretend to say or believe that on account of the assisted immigration this valoe
is increased to any extent above what it would have been if there had been no assisted
immigration, because I think these values would come in anyway? A. The holders
of the assisted or cheapered passages undoubtedly bronght values, and the per capita
estimate I gave had relation to all immigrants, including the poor. The Dapartment
does not in any way pay commissions except in connection with those special
passages ; and commissions are really a salary to persons working for the steamships,
and an inducement to them lo assist in spreading Canadian publications and
otherwise diffusing information with the effect of bringing the classes who have the
money. In fact, we must largely depend on these agents for making the wants of
the country known among the classes that we most desire to get for peopling the
North-West, so that, even if the whole amount paid both for commissions and
cheapened passages were expended in that kind of salary, the item of payment would
not be a large one for the value of the service, nor, in fact, relatively so large a
payment as is made by our neighbours in the United States who are so often referred
1o in the means taken by them to promote immigration. The amount of expenditure
by the United States for their foreign ministry and consular service, which is largely
practically speaking an immigration service, according to the last estimates furnished
to the United States Congress is $1,233,225, of which $444,000 are paid to consuls as
salaries, a class of officers who perform duties similar to the agents employed by the
Department of Agriculture in the United Kingdom.

Q. What I want to get at is this: would not those persons who you say brought
in money and values to the extent of four millions have come to the gountry any
way, even if they had not received any aid? A. I do not think the results would
have been obtained had they not been moved in the manner I have endeavoured to
explain ; or that the advantages offered by Canada as a field of immigration, could have
been adequately made known except for the agency paid in the way I have stated;
while the immediate beneficiaries of the assisted passages were servant girls, agrieal-
tural labourers and their families.

By Mr, Hickey : '
Q. They brought some with them, of course? A. Yes; considerable amounts.
Q. Would they have come on their own account any way? A. They would not,
I think, have come in anything like the same numbers if they had not had this
cheapened passage.

By the Chairman :

Q. Can you tell us whether or not there was a society in existence in this section
of the country, called the Ottawa Valley Immigration Society, for promoting immi-
gration in that way ? Is that society in existence now, that you are aware of ?
A. That society may not have been dissolved, but it is practically inoperative
now. There was an association of that kind a few years ago, which brought out and
assisted many immigrants.

By Mr. Orton:

Q. I would like to know whether or not the Department are taking steps to get
information from the people in the country in regard to the number in each locality
25
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‘who are desirous of employing farm labourers and servant girls, so that the Depart-
ment can be correctly informed as to the kind and quantity of employment to be
obtained in each district, and the parties from whom it can be obtained? A. That is
now done, and very largely and systematically done, by the agencies of the Depart-
ment., We have found that practically the best mode to give effect to that view is
for the different agents to find out the localities in which labour is required and send
the persons required tv such localities.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. They never go there. In my locality, I know that 1 have written several
times to the agent at Toronto for farm hands, and out of applications for thirty-five
hands, we were only supplied with five, running over one season ? A. The supply
has never satisfied the demand,

By Mr. Fisher:

Q. My experience has been, on going through the immigration agencies at Mon-
treal, that a large number of men have been assisted by this Government as agricul-
tural labourers who absolutely refuse to go out to the farm to work. I have taken out
five men who pretended to have been assisted, and after a few weeks they all went
back to the city saying that they were not used to that kind of work? A. Inall
immigration there will always be a certain proportion of unsuitable immigrants. T
think the proportion which we have had of that class has been singularly small, and
that, on the whole, we have been singularly fortunate, The city of Montreal, being
a large city, would probably be the point most likely to furnish deseptions of the
kind referred to. But it would be necessary to have each case sifted before reliance
could be placed on the facts alleged. We have had experience of this,

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. How long is it since the Department adopted the system of requiring certifi-
cates that immigrants are agricultural labourers before granting them assisted pass-
ages? A. That system has always been in use since assisted passages were first
adopted, as regards the class for which the cheapened ticket was required.

By Hon, Mr. Carling :

Q. The system of giving assisted passages has been carried on for how many
years? A. Since 1872,

Q. And that policy has been continued from that time until within a year or two
ago, 1 think ?  A. Yes.

Q. Continuously since 1872? A, Yes, continuously except that I think there
was a suspension in 1880, Latterly we have found that there was not a demand for
‘mechanics, but that there was for agricultural labourers and servant girls, and hence
imstructions were given to the agents that they only, and not mechanics, were to
receive the assisted or cheapened passage.

The Committee adjourned.

—

MR. SHANTZ' EVIDENCE.

Tae MENNONITE IMMIGRATION—MODE OF SETTLEMENT—SUCCESS OF SETTLERS—RE-

PAYMENT oF LoAN,
OrzAwaA, 8th April, 1886.

Mr, J. Y. SHANTZ, of Berlin, called and examined :—
By the Chairman :

Q. What is your name ? A, Jacob Y. Shantz.
Q. Where do you live? A, Berlin, Ontario,
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—

Q. What is your occupation ? A. Iam a manufacturer and a lumberman.

Q. I understand you have had something to do with the arrangement of the first
loan from the Government to enable Mennonites to come from Russia to this country
and subsequently with their settlement in the North-West 7 A. Yes, Sir.

© Q- Can you give the committee any information respecting the progress of the
settlement of these Mennonites, what progress they have made in agriculture, for
instance, since they have been settled in this country ? A. Yes Sir, I can, somewhat.

Q. There were about 8,000 settled in Manitoba originally ? A. Yes,

Q. Were they settled in groups, together? A. Yes, they settled in so called
villages, in groups, from, I might say, sixteen to thirty-five families, the average
being about twenty-four families.

Q. So that their system of settlement is different from that ordinarily pursued by
the farmers of this country ? A. Yes, it was quite different at the start. I might,
perhaps mention, that I was among them last summer, and found the impression
prevailing that they had made a mistake in settling in villages. Some of these villages
are breaking up. '

Q. They are coming to the conclusion that they can work their land botter by
living upon it than by living together in villages ? A, Yes.

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. They live together in a solid colony? A. Yes.

Q. A certain tract of land was set apart for them, was it not ? A, Yes.

Q. Are they learning the English language now ? A, Some of them are,

Q. I suppose the young people ? A. Yes.

Q. Do they teach English in their schools ? A. Where they have such schools,
but they are yet divided on that point. Some of them want to keep up the German
language, others want the English language. In come schools they have the English
along with the German. ‘ '

. Q. But it is most likely they will learn Englich in a very short time ? A, I bave
no doubt that the rising generation will have the English language in all their
schools.

By the Chairman;

Q. Are the habits of the people charging to any extent, I mean the young peo-
le who are growing up. Do they mix or move with the other vationalities in the
orth-West more than the original settlers did ? A. I think go, especially where

they live alongside settlers of other nationalities.

By Mr. Royal :

Q. Would you mention in what parts they commence to mix with the other set-
tlers ? Is it on the Rat River settlement near Gretna, or at the settlement in the rear
of Morris ? A, There are two cettlements. One at Niverville.

Q. That is what is called the Rat River reserve ? A. Yes, there they are mixing
up with the other settlers. .

Q. Do you mesn to say they have broken up their villages ? A. There is one
township of perhaps twenty-five families that was not started in villages. They started
on their land in the first place. One reason was because there was a good deal of
low land and they picked out the best. The other settlement at Pembina as we call
it, on the west boundary, contains Canadians und English, and there the Mennonites
are mixing up more with them.

Q. In what way are they mixing up, by intermarrying ? A. No, I do not know
as far as that.

Q. By hiring out their young men and women ? A. Idonot even know in
regard to that. I think it is more in their habits in the families.

Q. In gelling and buying to a certain Textent ? A, Yes.

2
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By the Chairman :

Q. Have you visited those settlements since they were first formed ? A. Yes,
last summer.

Q. Is last summer the first time ? A. Oh, no, Sir. I have been among them no
less than ten times,

Q. Then you have had ample opportunity for noticing their progress since they
first settled in the country ? A. Yes, Sir.

Q. Are you able to speak with reference to the progress they have made in agri-
culture since they settled in Manitoba ? A. In a certain measure, yes.

Q. Do you find they progress rapidly ? I mean to say in the way of acquiring
wealth? A. Yes, Sir, I find most of them are progressing rapidly.

By My, Hesson :

Q. Are they content with their lot? Are they satisfied with the country? A.
Yes, Sir, they are.

Q. Are they getting any new additions from the old country? A. Not since
the year 1880,

Q. Do youn know how that isor why itis? A. I am told the reason is that they
are, 80 to speak, almost locked up in Russia. The young men who are fit to be
soldiers cannot leave on account of the military law. The family can go, but the
old peog:le and the young ones must have the young men with them, and as the latter
cannot leave, emigration is prevented. Besides that, I am told they have to sacrifice
one-third of their wealth.

Q. In leaving ? A, Yes, in leaving, and the Russian money is so low in getfing it
changed, it takes quite a little fortune to get here,

By Mr. Krane :

Q. Are the Mennonites successful in their farming operations? A. Yes, Sir,
with a few exceptions. :

Q. I suppose there are slow men and industrious men among them like there
are among other communities? A. Yes.

Q. I suppose the industrious men succeed? A, They do. If the Committee .
desire I will indicate their condition briefly,

Q. Well, give us your views, A, When the Mennonites emigrated they brought
all their poor along with them. Some of them were only laborers in Russia and
never owned land, As we all know there is in every community some people having
the faculty of getting along for themselves, and so there are among the Mennonites.
When they got out to Manitoba, homesteads were obtained for all, even for some
goor widows and some of the old folks, and yet they had not anything, they even

rought them along on their expenses. And so I found last summer in the trip I
took that there are between twenty-five and thirty families not able to get along on
their farms, and these are the ones who are owing the biggest debts, but we have
80 arranged that the most of these are willing to give up, and others are able to buy
their farms and pay off the debts in this way:

Q. The Government advanced money to the Mennonites in Waterloo County.
Are there any prospects of the money being paid back, and how soon? A. There
are, Of course, it is intended that the Government loan should first be paid.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Have they made any payments? A, Yes, Sir.

Q. Do trustees take charge of their business, or does each man sell his own pro-
duce? A. We have a committee in Ontario, of which T am secretary, and they have
4 committee among themselves which corresponds with me on matters affecting the
community.

Q. The Goverrment have security from parties in Waterloo for the loan, have
they not? A. Yes.
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Q. What was the loan, $84,000 or $85,000? A. It was $96,400 from the

Government,
Q. Is any part of it paid? A. Yes, Sir.

By Mr. Kranz :
Q. How much? A, I could not tell exactly, somewhere about $65,000 or
$70,000. I understand that between $25,000 and $30,000 will be paid within the
next few months.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. How were their crops last year? A. They were very good last year ; only
at their harvest time there was a frost which hurt the grain. I could not say it
diminished the quantity, but it damaged the quality.

Q. In all their settlements? A. All through their settlements. That which
was sown early was not damaged at all, but the late sown was considerably
damaged.

Q. That about Nelson and Morden ; was it pretty good ? A. Mostly so.

Q. Which was most damaged; that about Gretna? A. Well, the settlement
runs right through, from Gretna to Morden.

Q. The land is flatter about Gretna, is it not ? A, Yes, but it seems to be much
richer. The best farms were situated there. ’

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. The success of farming depends & great deal on the enterprise of the farmer ?
A. Yes, '

A. If be sows early his grain won’t freeze? A. That isso. I have noticed
that on three different occasions, One season I was visiting the settlement the early
sown wheat was a good crop, bat the late sown was struck with the rust. That is
twice I have known the late crop to be struck with the rust, and the early sown to
be a good crop.

Q. Are the Mennonites satisfied with the climate of Manitoba? A. As it
generally is they talk about the season being too short, I think if the climate were
a little milder they would prefer it.

By Mr. Royal :

Q. Is there any prospect of getting more of this immigration ? A, Searcely so,
under the condition of things I have already described as existing in Russia, They
cannot get away with their young men, and the principal object in leaving is to get
the young men away from the Russian army.

By the Chairman :

Q. Is the climate of Manitoba as favorable for agriculture as the country they
left? A. They say the Manitoba season is shorter, and yet the crops are so much
superior than those they used to get in Russia that it is & source of great satisfaction
to them. ,

By Mr. Royal:

Q. What is the system of farming they follow ? 1Is it mixed chiefly? A. Yes;

wheat, fiax, oats and barley. Wheat is the principal, but they sow a good deal of

flax,
Q. Do they do well in stock raising? A. Obh, yes, they are doing quite a bit

in stock raising.
By Mr. Auger:

Q. Can you inform the Committee what was the average yield of wheat per
acre last year ? A. I do not know that I heard. When I was through therc it was
29
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generally supposed the average crop would be at the most twenty bushels to the
acre. Of course, we could not tell until it was got in. The early sown was a very
good crop, but some of the late sown, badly put out, was poor.

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. What kind of wheat are they cultivating? A. I thinkit is mostly the Scotch
Fyfe, bard ; spring wheat, of course,.

By Mr, Trow :

Q. Don’t you think it wounld be possible to get some similar wheat to ripen a
week or two earlier? A. I could not say about that. They have different kinds.
The earliest wheat ic the best, and a soft wheat would not do.

By Mr. Jenkins :

Q. You spoke of some early wheat being raised. On what sort of land was
that? A. It was land a little low, and the seed late put out.

Q. How was the land cultivated ? Had it been in cultivation, or was it the first
year it was under cultivation? A. Of course, when the land 1s once brokes, the
general rule is to sow it with wheat.

Q. I did not mean that. What I want to know is the number of times the land
had been cultivated ? A. That I could not tell.

Q. More than once? A. Some of it, perhaps, and some perhaps not. It was a
particular kind of wheat they used—what they call the Russian wheat, which they
‘brought from Russia.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. Is the Russian wheat later than the Red Fyfe? A. Yes.

By Mr, Hickey :
Q. Is there not a Russian wheat earlier than the Fyfe? A. I could not say:
‘They have different kinds of wheat among them. I think the Scotch Fyfe is the best.
By Mr. McCraney :
Q. At what date did the heavy frost take place last year ? A, 23rd August.

By the Chairman :
Q. That frost was exceptionally early, was it not? A. Yes.

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. There was a frost in Ontario at the same time, was there not? A. I believe
‘there was. I forget exactly.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. After that first frost, what time was it the nex*t occurred, do you know?
A. Idomnot, Ileftsoon after the first one, but by correspondence, whicn I received,
T hoard there was fine weather for the gathering in of the crops and to thresh them.

By Mr. McCraney :
Q. The second frost was about the 2nd September ? A. Probably so.
By Mr. Hesson :

Q. Do the Mennonites succeed better than the Germans? A. They are Germans.
Q. Not in the sense of Germans, such as we find in Ontario? A. Well, they
"are not farming as well as we would. , :
. Q. Have they had as much success as your Germans in Waterloo. If they had
.gone out there under the same circumstanggs as o wealth, ability or numbers, would
3 .
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they have succeeded better? A. I think the Ontario Germans would have bsen a
little better. They would have been better acquainted with the country, and conse-
quently would have started better than the Mennonites. Of course, it depends a
good deal on the means people have, V

Q. 1 say supposing they went out with equal means? A. Yes. I do notbelieve
we would have got along as well with the equal means.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Are their lands very dirty; are they troubled with weeds, wild mustard or
anything of that kind? A, Yes, that is a great loss.

Q. How is it brought to them ? By bad seed ? A. Yes. When they started
farming they got seed where they could, and consequently there was a good deal of
refuse in the wheat. Some of them, however, have got rid of it, and are getting rid
of it. Some of them have tallowed their land to clean out all the weeds, and some of
them, I know, have even picked their seed wheat to keep it clean.

Q. Do they complain of the scarcity of fuel, of wood ? A. Not at all,

Q. Are you aware that they have only wood in one township out of sixteen ?
A. Yes, some of them bought wood in Dakota. They do not burn much wood. It
is chiefly straw and manure. ,

By Mr. Kranz : :

Q. Are many of the Mennonites removing to the United States? A. Wo, Sir.
Q. Aro there any? I know of a few families who went away to Kansas where
they probably had friends or relatives.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. How do they utilize straw for fuel? A. They prepare the manure.

Q. In what shape? A. They spread it out and trample it down with the cattle,
making a level bed about eight or ten inches thick, Then they cut it in squares and
pile it up in stacks. During the summer it dries so that when it burns there is no
smell. They keep it clean. It is almost like peat.

By Mr. Watson :

Are the young men in the settlements, the young Mennonites, taking up land ?
A. From among them ? Oh, yes.

By Mr. Hickey:

Q. How many are there now in the settlement? A. How many there are now,
I could not say. They multiply pretty fast and marry at an early age, generally.

Q. Have they large families? A. Yes, many of them. There are about 8,000
in 1,336 families. I do not think half & dozen have left and some four or five have
come in from the States, ‘

By Mr, Trow :

Q. Do they mix much with other nationalities ; do they intermarry? A. Not
yet.
Q. Would it not be better if they did? A. I believeso. It may not be yet, but the
time will coe eventually. One bar is, that their habits of living are so different
to ours.

By Mr. Hickey :

Q. Do the girls go out to service in the families of the other nationalities? A.
Some do, but mostly they are kept at home, as the girls prefer being at home. A
man who has a couple of daughters gets along with them just as well as if they were
boys. The girls do exactly the same kind of work as the boys.

Q. Do they understand making butter ? A. Oh, yes. I might mention some of
them are pretty dirty, and yet some are clean.
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By Mr, Trow :
Q. They have no cheese factories or anything of that kind? A. No, Sir.
Q. Would it not be a good source of profit to them if they were started ? A, It
would be, if they got into the way.

By the Chairman :

Q. From your observation, having visited their farms, do you think they are
increasing in their consuming capacity ? Do they consume more goods than they
did originally, or do they still confine themselves to manufacturine in their own way ?
A. They do not manufacture. In two things they do not consume as much as they
did when they first came from Russia. I mean tobacco and whiskey.

Q. But in other articles? A, In other articles, as tea and coffec they are great.

consumers,
Q. Do they make their own clothes? A. No,

By Mr. Watson :

Q. To what reason do you attribute the fact that they do not consume as much
whiskey and tobacco as they formerly did? A. I could not say exactly. I know a
good many who used to take it, but who do not use it now. It is difficult to get, yet
there are some who use it.

By the Chairman :
Q. The moral atmosphere is clearer ? A. Yes, there is religious influence and
agitation from the outside.
Q. Are they well supplied with churches and schools? A. Yes, where they
have not churches built they worship in their villages and in private houses. The
same way with their schools.

By Mr. Trow :
Q. They have no paid ministers among them ? A. No, Sir.

By Mr. Hickey :
Q. What is their religion ? A, It is the Mennonite religion—the non-resistance-
doctrine.
By Mr, Hesson :

Q. Are they making any improvement in the quality of their stock ? A. I think
they are. Of course, at first they had to take what they could get.

By Mr. McCraney :
Q. Can you tell us how long a time it is from the commencement of sowing their-
wheat in the spring until they get through? A, Their time of sowing is about as

long as ours.

Q. How long do they continue to sow? A. I guess about the same time as we
in Ontario.

Q. Is it less than a month? A. Yes; perhaps more.

Q. So you are satisfied, if the wheat is sown early, there is no danger of frost
A. Asarule. Iam well satisfied that, if the wheat is sown at the proper time, it is
as safe for a good crop there as in any other country.

By Mr. Jackson :
Q. In what year did these people go there ip the first place? A. The first lo®
went there in 1874, and the last in 1880, but mostly in 1875 and 1876,
By Mr, Trow:
Q. Were they accustomed to farming in Russia? A. Yes, Sir.
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Q. Did they sell their property to any advantage, and were they compelled to
sacrifice some of it to the Russian Government ? A. They almost sacrificed it.

By Mr. Hickey :

Q. Are they glad about charging their country? What do they say about
emigrating to Manitoba? A, I often hear the expression from them, ¢ Thank God !
I am out of Russia.”

By Mr. Jenkins :
Q. And not subject to the Merv and Tartar? A. Yes,

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Did any of them have any means when they first came to Canada? A. Yess
these 1,300 families brought about $320,000, which I changed for them in Toronto,
besides their pocket money ; but about one-half had no means at all.

By Mr. Auger :

Q: What was the price of wheat among them last year? A. I think it was 62
oents when T left in the fore part of September, and I have lately had Jetters in which
it was stated that wheat was from 30 to 60 cents per bushel, according to the weather.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Where was that? A, In Manitoba,

Q. At what particular point? On their reserve? A, Yes.

Q. How much did you say ? A. From 30 to 60 cents.

Q What! good wheat ? A. Well, the good wheat was about 60 cents, and the
frozen about 30.

C. That would be at Morden ?  A. Yes, Oats, I think, were quoted at 32 cents.
That was quite lately.

By Mr. Jackson -

Q. Do oats cach year bring as high a price as that, or was it on account of
some scarcity ? A. 1 cannot exsctly account for the figure I have named. 1 know
three years ago I was up there in the winter and oats were only 15 cents. They did
not sell, I believe, in the spring, and, consequently, oats went up to 30 cents.

By Mr. Taylor :

Q. Are the Mennonites going more into mixed farming now? A. Yes, a
little, but not epecially that I know of.

By Mr, Hesson ;

Q. You say that 60 cents is a high price for wheat with them. Where was that,
at Emerson ? A. No, at Gretna.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. That is on the line of railway. I have received a letter from my son, who
eaid he sold at 72 cents & buchel. My son sold ninety bushels, for which he got
$64.80, that is 72 cents a bushel? A. I 'saw an article in a paper from there too, and
I also bad a letter from that part, mentioning the price I have stated. The man who
sold the wheat may not have known that he could get more than 60 cents.

By Mr Trow :
Q. Do you think they are laboring under disadvantage in having their farms
remote from their dwellings ? A. I do, Sir,

Q. You thick the village system is wrong ? A. Yes, and T believe the people
themselves see their mistake now. Quite & number of villages are breaking up, and
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the people are going upon their land to live. When they first came out I tried to
persuade them to abolish the village system, but having got so acoustomed to it, it
was too great a sacrifice for them at that time.

By Mr. Hickey :
Q. They did settle in villages originally ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Kranz ; :

Q. Is there good water in their settlements ? A. Yes, it is generally good
water, '

Q. And afull supply ? A, Yen

Q. Do you know anything about the immigration of other Germans into the
North-West ? Have you met any other Germans frora the Old Country in your
travels up there ? A. I have frequently met a few, but I believe those whom I have
met originaily went from here.

Q. From Ontario, you mean ? A. Yes.

By Mr, Trow ;

Q. Does each individual hold the title to his property from the Government?
A, Yes, as soon as they get the title, each one has it individually.

Q. It is not kept by trustees? A. No, Sir.

Q. Are many of them encumbered, do you know? A, Quite a number, I believe.

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. In what way do their lands become encumbered ? A. Well, some of them
who did not get any money from the loan obtained their patents and gave mortgages
for horses and sheep, and some of those who had money from the Government loan
are now giving mortgages on their lands and paying off the others.

By Mr. Farrow:

Q. What rate of interest are they paying? A, Formerly they had to pay 10
per cent. Those who lately gave mortgages paid 8 per cent,

Q. What rate of interest are they paying the Government? A. 6 per cent.

Q. And they think it better to pay off the Governmeat loan and pay 4 per cent.
more? A. 2 per cent. .

Q. 10 per cent. would be 4 more? A. Yes, There were some reasons for the
change, doubtless. Some, perhaps, owed a small amount to the Government, and
they were in need of more money. Those that got it at 8 per cent. I suppose 1 was
the cause. If I have done wrong I cannot help it. I looked at it in this way. I
knew a good many when they started out there had no money. Perhaps they had
families of small children, and had to live a year or two before they could raise any-
thing, and their debts mounted up to quite a fow hundreds. Now, they are well
fixed, their children are growing up, and I think they might take their burdens on
their own shoulders. They obtained a loan, therefore, but their mortgages are not
much, only $300, $400 or $500. I think they might look atter this themselves. The
time of the loan is up, and we shall want to have it paid as fast as we can.

Q. They have a good prospect of getting rid of their mortgages in a very few
years? A. I believe so.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Supposing one man was in more destitute circumstances than another, how
was the thing managed? A. Well, when they got their loan they formed a com-
mittee, and the best men among them took the thing in hand, apportioned the mone
to help them along and give them a start. I know some had quite a fow thousan
dollars to spare. They aiso loaned that to those in need. They made a rule among
themseives that no one was to buy land at that time, They joined together to help
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them through, but of course each one lent as we do—kept his account against them—
and three years ago last winter or four, I forget which, we began to see that some
were wonderfully taken in by the agents and horse jockeys, &c., and I went out and
they agreed to give me a lien on their lands for what they owed to the Government
on the loan, and in that way we secured ourselves. It was a good thing for them,
otherwise they might have lost their land altogether.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Are they shrewd business men? A.. Some of them are,

Q. Or are they imposed upon when they go to Winnipeg to buy implements?
A. There are some shrewd business men among them, but some can be taken in,
especially the poorer class, who were not business men in the old country and not
farmers. The agent will come along and say, “ You must have a machine,” and the
farmer will reply, “ I am too poor.” He will then say, “ You must have a horse and
machine, and then you will be able to pay for them out of the land.”

Q. I have heard that fifty waggons were supplied them on one occasion, that
were purchased in Winnipeg for $70, and sold to these men for $100 each. They
were Minnesota waggons. Do you know anything of the circumstance ? A. Inever
heard of such a thing, I supplied them, I think, with 134 waggons,

Q. That was at the start? A, Yes, I laid them down to them at $62. That, of
course, was cost price. I made nothing by it.

Q. Without the box or with it? A. Without the box.

By My, Cochrane :

Q. Where did they get the money they paid 10 per cent. for; wasitin Ontario?
A. Yes, in Ontario. ‘

Q. What company ? A. The London and Ontario Investment Company was the
first, and the loan at 8 per cent, was from the London and Canadian Agency Com-
pany.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Was it obtained for any length of time ? A. Yes, each according to his wants.
Some from three to five years, others for ten years, commeneing to pay in five years,
and paying off in ten,

By Mr. Jackson : .

Q. They will be compelled to pay that same rate of interest for eight or tem

years? A, Yes.
Q. They cannot refuse it ? A. No.

By Mr. Taylor :

Q. Have they any farm instructors or is each man learning the business on hig
own hook? A. They are learning among themselves, Most of them were farmers
in Russia. )

By Mr. Hickey :

Q. What do they do about schools ? A. Formerly, they had schools among
themselves, but within the last few years they have adopted the municipal council.
They had a struggle among themselves about it, some being opposed to it, others in
favor.

Q. They have the municipal system now ? A. Yes.
By Mr. Auger :

Q. Have they any newspapers among them? A. No, Sir. WhenIsay “no” I
mean they do not print them, ~ Of course, they get newspapers from elsewhere and
read them. a5
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By Mr. Taylor :
Q. Have they any agricultural societies among them—fairs held annually for the
exhibition of their products ? A, I scarcely think they have them.
Q. Would it not be well to organize an agricultural society to get them to com-
pete and stimulate them in that way ? A. I think it would.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Do not they compete at other shows? A. Their county belongs to the
adjoining Canadians especially on one side.

By Mr. Taylor ;

Q. Do they compete with any agricultural society? A. Idon't think they take
much part; it is something new to them.

Q. Nothing would educate them gunicker in habits of cleanliness and pride in
producing the best wheat. I think it would be better to encourage the formation of
a society of the kind? A. I agree with you.

By Mr, Trow :

Q. Do they adopt the herd system ? A. Yes, Sir.

Q. Do they employ the herd for many farmers? A. When they were living in
villages that system was very good, one herdsman taking care of all the cattle. How
they do where they are spread out I do not know.

Q. What do they pay per month or season for the herd? A. Oh, they will get
them very cheap. In fact many are only boys.

Q. Are their crops frequently destroyed by careless herds? A. I don’t remem-
ber having heard any complaints.

By Mr. Cochrane :

Q. What is the reason the young women don’t go out to work outside the settle-
ments? There must be more than are required there ? A. There are, perbaps, two
reasons for that. I sugpose some parents do not like their girls to go out among
strange people with different modes and ways. But that is the least. The girls are
wanted at home, I heard many a Mennonite settler say, last summer, ‘I have
teams now and I could farm more if I could get help.” Each one has to do his own,
and where there are boys or girls in the family they are kept at home to work, The

irls work out just as much as the boys do. They have not much house work to do.
hey live simply and have not so much cleaning up us we have.

By Mr. Hickey ;

Q: Is there any system by which emigration from Russia to Manitoba may be
encouraged ? A. I do not see much chance of it from Russia, There might be a
little done in it. I frequently hear of a family or two coming out, however, and
going to Kansas. But as I stated before they cannot get away with the entire
family, The young men who are fit for soldiers cannot leave.

Q. The Kussian Government won’t let them ? A. Yes, won’t let them leave;
and then in selling their property it is very cheap, and Russian money is very low
when it is changed round, it takes quite a fortune to come out.

By Mr. Kranz:

Q. You have seen these people often for the last ten years. Have you heard of
many of those Mennonites or any of those settlers who went from Ontario leaving
Manitoba and going to the States to Dakota? Do you know of many who have left
the country? A. No, Sir, I do not know that there are any. Possibly there is a
family here and there. I know a few families who went out and some who came in
from Dakota and Kansas.
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By Mr. Orton :

Q. Do you think on the whole the loan from the Government was a good thing ?
Had it & good effect? A. Why, certainly. It had the effect of bringing out 8,000
people.

Q. Do you think it might not be repeated with bemefit in the case of other
nationalities who would make as good settlers? A. I suppose it would if you could
find anybody to secure them.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. Did you try your utmost to get the other loans you referred to as cheap as
you could for these people, 8 or 10 per cent. is & very high price to pay? A. You
mean by paying off the Government, and making them pay a few cents more?

Q. Could you not get it any cheaper? A. No, Sir. The loans were only for
small sums, and there was a great deal of trouble attached. It is not risky, but it is
far ont. The company said : “If you will give ns farms in Ontario and let it be a
large loan we will let you have the money at 6 per cent.”

By Mr. Sproule :
Q. Are they doing anything in butter making? A. They are not well pre-
pared for it.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. What would you suggest in order to get them started in thedairy and cheese
business for instance? Can you not suggest some plan ? A, I suppose if some of
the Germans from Ontario went among them and started them that would be some-

thing in the direction you ask.
Q. It would help them wonderfully, would it not ? A: I think it would.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Do many of them understand English ? A. A great many of them do, the
young folks especially.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. They find it easier to dispose of their eggs than their butter ? A. Yes.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Do they utilize the flax they grow in making clothing ? A. No, Sir; it is only
for the seed they grow it, They thresh it with the machine and burn the straw
either in their stores or in the field.

Q. Are they not accustomed to utilize it in making tow? A.ZNo, Sir; they
did formerly, but it did not pay them ; labor is too scarce. They want all the time
they have for the harvest, and when the harvest is over they require to commence
plowing. I saw a good deal done in this way. Where the early wheat was ripe it
was cut and shucked out in large rows, and in the wet weather they would plough
between the shucks so as to advance the plowing before the frost came.

By Mr. Auger :

Q. What do the women folks do in the winter time? A. They take care of the
cattle and the house. That is all they can do. It isa good country in which to live

Y.
Q. The women do not do much in winter? A, They take care of the house and
do their sewing.
By Mr. Hickey :
Q. They make all their own clothes ? A. Yes, and the men are very handy
generally in making their own implements. They work a great deal in that way.
37



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 6.) A. 1886

By Mr Trow:
Q. Their barns and houses are all attached. A. Yes, Sir.
Q. So that you do not go out into the open air to feed the cattle? A. Thatis
8o. Their cattle do not freeze. They have warm stables.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. The houses and stables generally join each other? A. Yes.

By Mr. Hickey : .
Q. I suppose there is the possibility of improvement among them? A. Yes,
Sir; I find some of them who bave been erecting new houses and stables have put
them up in the Canadian style.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. Did not the people up there attempt to manufacture the flax; a few years
ago had not they a contract with some man in Berlin? A. There was some talk
about it with Livingston, of Baden. I talked with Livingston’s man some time ago,
and he told me he bought all their seed, but he could not make it pay as yet, the
labor is too searce and too high.

Q. Would they have any difficulty in bleaching the flax; could they not bleach
it as successfully as in Ontario? A. I suppose they could. The fact of it is the
snow comes before they get it in,

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. What is the seed worth a bushel at their ’-Fla.ce—at the place of delivery ?
A. I think it was 95 cents when I was up there, Two years ago it was 90 cents.
Q. How many bushels can they raise per acre? A. I have heard it stated as
high as twenty-five bushels.
Q. Do they pull it or cut it? A. No; they cut it with the machine. .
Q. That is quite a full erop? A. Yes, They have lately worked with a self-
raker. When the flax is cut, it lies until it dries; then it is pitched into the waggons.
Q. They get nearly $1 a bushel? A. Yes.

By Mr. Auger :

Q. Is there much sown? A. A great deal.

Q. What proportion to wheat sowing? A. I cannot exactly say—perhaps one-
fourth. I heard Livingston’s man say three years ago they paid out $24,000 for flax
to the Mennonites; and he told me, last summer, if there was a good crop, he sup-
posed it would yield 100,000 bushels.

By Mr. Sproule :
Q. Is that a good crop? A. Pretty good.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. What effect has flax-growing on the goil? A. They think it has a pretty
severe effect. Most of it is sown on the first ploughing.
By Mr. Trow :

Q. It cannot have as much effect there as here? No, Sir.

Q. For the simple reason, you do not leave anything behind you here. They
do not utilize the straw? A. No; they burn it. They tell me their land won’t bear
manure - it will spoil the crop.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. It will soon need manure with flax ?FA. I think so.
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By My. Tyow :

Q. Are you aware there are Mennonite settlements east of the Red River?
A, There are a good many left there..

Q. Did any leave ? A, Yes, about 300 families.

Q. Where did they go to live? A. Over to the west side. I might mention, if
these 300 families had been on the western reserve in the first place, the debt would
be nearly paid off; but these people had to start twice. They lived four years on the
left side and lost four crops entirely.

Q. What proportion of them went out to Dakota? A. Twenty-one families were
taken away from us by emigration agents as we were going up.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. In passing through the Ameriean territory? A. Yes. I was among them
to collect part of their fare. After receiving part of their fare from the Canadian
Government, I did not think it right they should go to settle in the States. Some of
them promised, if they did not go to Manitoba in the future, they would pay it later.
They thought of going to Manitoba in the future, and I krnow of six families since
who have come to Manitoba,

By Mr. Cameron (Middlesex) :
Q. Out of the twenty-one. A. Yes.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. Mr. Trow is asking how many of those who settled on the east side of the
river went to Dakota ? A. I do not know of one family.

Q. Are you interested in the establishment of oil works in Winnipeg or any-
where in the North-West to manufacture the flax seed into 0il? A. No, Sir.

Q. You have heard of a company being organized for that purpose? A. Yes.

By Mr, Trow:

Q. But up to the present they have not purchased any flax seed from thesettlers ?
A. Not that I am aware of. I might mention that those east of the Red River have
lands a little too flat for wheat, but they depend mostly on cattle raising there.

By Mr, Kranz :
Q. Are they successful in raising fruit trees, apples and pears? A. No, Sir.

By Mr: Hesson:

Q. Have they tried? A. Yes, largely.
Q. Have they imported the Russian varieties ? A. Not from Russia, but they
imported the strongest varieties from Ontario.

By Mr, Sproule:
ha Q. Have they tried raising the trees from the seed ? A. Yes, they have tried
t m.
Q. With good results? A. I believe they did not succeed. When they got up
a little they froze in the winter.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Your opinion is that fruit won’t grow there to any extent? A. Wel}, I think
it is pretty hard to raise fruit there, They raise plums and all kinds of wild fruit,
strawberries, raspberries, etc. I have the opinion that some fruit can be raised.

By Mr, Cameron (Middlesex) :

Q. Have they not imported any Russian varieties of apples? A. Not that T
know of, 39
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By Mr. Orton :

Q. Is there not a dwarf apple of the Western States that can be grown? A. I
oannot say. The Siberian crab does well, I understand.

By Mr. Trow: .

Q. Have you travelled much in Minnesota? A. Yes, to some extent.

Q. Have you noticed that fruit grows very well there, and the climate is no
better than ours, it is similar land ? You have noticed the fruit there? A. Yes, I
Rave noticed the fruit at St. Paul and at the State fair. I judged from that it was
poor frait, because it was only equal to that we ground up for cider.

By Mr, Auger :

Q. 1= it on account of the climate or the soil that fruit will not grow? A. I
think the frost is too severe in winter. Trees grow very rapidly in the summer, but
in winter they freeze.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. Can you tell us about the nutrient properties of the grasses ? Do the cattle
get thoroughly fat in the summer ? A.. Yes, Sir.

Q. Is the hay good and nutrient through the winter? A. Yes, it is nutrient,
but you must understand there is always some rough stuff in it. I have seen oxen in
good working condition on it.

By Mr, Trow :

Q. Have they introduced any improved breeds of stock of any description, sheep
or cattle? A. I have noticed several places where they had the opportunity to
improve their stock a little, but they are not doing much among themselves. At
Nieverville there are two stock farms, and those who are not too far off get their stock
improved from the thoroughbred cattle there.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. A dairy has been started at Nieverville by 8 man named Skerry, I believe.
Does he intend to get his milk from the Mennonites ? A. There are not many Men-
nonites round there. They are only scattered among other settlers, but those that are
there are doing exceedingly well.

Q. Do you know if the Mennonites have brought in any new varieties of wheat
from Russia? A. They have brought in the Russian wheat. The first few years it
did well and the millers liked it very much. They kept to it pretty much, and then
the one season I was speaking of, the late wheat was struck with the rust which
kmocked it out because it was two weeks later than the other varieties and the rust
took it. Since then there is scarcely any sown.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. Have they tried to bring in any other varieties since then? A. Not that I
know of,
By Mr. Sproule :
Q. What is the name of the variety they brought in ? Wasit the White Russian ?
A, I think they call it the Red Russian.
By Mr Trow :

Q. Have you ever heard any complaints respecting the railway rates of freight
on the part of the Mennonites ? A. Not particularly. They do not know so much
about rates. When I was up there in the winter three years ago I took in some
frozen wheat for our mills. There was quite a little complaint then about the eleva-
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tor, but we had to ship the wheat then through the States because the other roads
were not done, and we got a switch across the line and brought in the cars there,
and that saved us about 5 or 6 cents a bushel.

By Mr. Watson :
Q. You got a switch on the American side? A. Yes.
Q. What elevators were on the north side, at Gretna; who ran it? A. The
milling company. Ogilvies,

By Mr. Sproule :
Q. Have they changed that since ? A. They have two elevators there now.

By Mr. Watson :

‘Q. Would not the Canadian Pacific Railway give you a siding on the Canadian
sidle? A. They would notsubmit to it,and the reason we could not secure it through
the olevators was because the wheat was so difficult to grade and the millers did not
want it mixed; some of it was frozen and some not, some dirty and some clean.

By Mr. Watson :

Q. Could rot you get cars on the Canadian side as well as hauling it across the
lines ? A. They do not like to do it,

Q. Did you apply for it ? A. The Canadian Pacific Railway had no road then.

Q. Did you try to get rates from the Canadian Pacific Railway ? A, Idid not
‘make any application to headguarters.

By Mr. Taylor :

Q. Was the Canadian Pacific Railway completed then so that they conld make
-cars ¥ No, it was not.

By Mr. Kranz :

Q. It was right on the boundary. You could have used only three miles of the
-Canadian Pacific Railway ? It was the Manitoba and St. Paul road ? A. Oaly
about half a mile,

By Mr. Watson :

Q. You stated you saved five or six cents a bushel. The elevators charges were
not that. How then could you save it ? A. By not using the elevator, and then in
taking it across on their cars, it was no small saving.

Q. The elevator charges were not five or six cents, They were three cents a
‘bushel, I think ? A. More than that, I believe.

By Mr, Orton ;
Q. How long is that ago ? A. I believe it was three years ago.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. You seem to have had the special superintendence of this class of the com-
munity. Don’t you think you could do a great deal of good by introducing some
thoroughbred stock among them ? They would better realize their price then.
Advise them also to get their girls out in winter, for five or six months in the year,
among the other communities. If the Mennonites mingled with the other commu-
nities and intermarried, they would become better subjects and adapt themselves
more to the country ? A, I think all that will come about gradually.

Q. Well, they have been there a long time now. Itis about time to start out ?
A. Their mode of living is so different that in many cases it would not be so
agreeable.
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Q. How do you mean their mode of living ? I am sure their houses are com-
fortable ? A. They are, in their way.

Q. I have had as good meals in the houses of Mennonites as anywhere ? A. So
have I, but you did not see any bedsteads in the houses.

Q. But in tinter you will get two or three beds on the top of you ? A. They
will soon have a bed for you.

By Mr. Hesson :
Q. Earthen floors ? A. Yes.

Mr. FreemaN B. AxpERsoN, of Winnipeg, said :—I am thankful for this oppor-
tunity to speak on & subject which has interested me much during the past few
years. I have not been able to take u§ the matter fully and give it the attention I
would desire. 1 am not going to speak of German immigration, of Mennonite immji-

ation, but on the Norse immigration from the countries of Scandinavia, Norway,
g:veden, Denmark and Iceland ; they are the nations which form the four Scandina-
vian nationalities. In looking at the United States we find during the past thirty
years there has been & large inflowing immigration to that country, In Canada there
were only some 80 Scandinavians in 1851, and only afew in the United States, while
in Canada in 1881 there were a little over 4,000 Scandinavians all told, about 1,000
Jcelanders according to the census, and in the United States there were over 450,000
Scandinavians. During the ten years from 1870 to 1880 there was an influx to the
Btates of about 200,000 Scandinavians, making an average of 20,000 of that pation-
ality to the United States annually. Now the United States, if they are America to
its inhabitants, they are only the people of the United States to us. 1 have been in
Canada now ten years, and 1 have worked myself from the railroad to the highest
position any university can bestow, and I am positive if the young men of those
countries get an opportunity of coming out here they can do better than I did, or at
any rate as well. It was only last epring I had my hands free from my college
labors. This {ear I have been employed in writing a work on the Dominion,
descriptive of ber resources, social institutions and special advantages as a field for
emigrants, particularly for the northern nationalities, ‘As I am a foreigner myself,
an Icelander, I may be allowed to express the opinion that it is not well to circulate
hurriedly prepared pamphlets which are often incorrect in their statements. I have
one with me here, written in the Norwegian language, but happily not issued by
this Government, but in England, which beginsby introducing a description of Mani-
toba with a buffalo hunt. Then it goes on to say that the area of the province is
14,000 square miles, and then to state that the wheat products of that country, or
rather the cultivation during the last five years has been increased by some 4,000,000
acres, which increases the production of wheat by 1,000,000 bushels annually, equal
it states to the export of the former year, 1880, from all North America. Referring
to Winnipeg, it states there are 30,000 inhabitants and these 30,000 are poor people
‘who have to pay taxes to the extont of $30,000,000.

By Mr, Trow:
Q. How did that originate? Fromsome company? A. I do notknow, Sir.

. By Mr. Cameron :

Q. Who issued that? A. I do not know whodid, but I have it on good authority
it was not issued by this Government, It was issued most likely by some agency in
Enciland. I think you will find these people are not likely to be influenced by any
such statements as those I have read, but will carefully weigh the statements made
and criticize them. Therefore, I think it is necessary that you should give them
information which will not do harm, but send men fully informed about this great
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country we are speaking about, men above the average class who can give true and
exhaustive information and answer critical questions which men in the old countries
will put to them. I therefore believe that nothing less than a truthful, exhaustive
description of this great country and its special advantages asa field for immigration,
embracing as much as possible a description of places, is in my opinion the means best
calculated to bring emigrants from those countries. I believe if this were done, if
this country were known as it is, as we know it, if they could say that Canada is
better than their country as we gay it is, every one of us, and possessing ten times
greater facilities for an immigrant’s progress, they would come here of their own
accord and you would not have to spend a single cent to help them to come. * Where
there’s a will there’s a way.” You would not get in the inferior clssses, but the
industrious hard-working laborer, the mechanic and the farmer., They would come
and those are the classes that Canada wanis. For this reason I have set to work
and prepared a book, not {or monetary considerations, but with the conviction that if
this were done it would be to the advantage of the country and also might do good to
myself. The work embraces in seven parts & description of this country, its physical
features, social advantages, and its special advantage as a field for immigration,

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Have you brought this matter before the Department ? Yes, Sir.
Q. Would it not be within their sphere and jurisdiction to take charge of the
work if they thought it available ? A. I believe so, Sir.

By Mr Hesson:

Q. Are there not some difficulties existing in the old country against the distri-
bution of that kind of literature or getting those classes of emigrants to come out 7
A. You must remembeér that the Norse people are not living under the same form of
Government as the Russian people, that they have a free Government— Government
by the people—they have not an autocrat form of Government and they can do
pretty much as they please. The distribution of a work of this kind, if the people
once get a hold of it will be thorough. No Government will hinder the distribution.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Are there any restrictions by the Governments of those countries on emigra-
tion ? A. There are no legal restrictions at all, except it be for debts,

By Mr, Tyrwhitt :

Q. There are a numker of Scandinavians on the north shore of Lake Superior in
the employ of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Will they become settlers ? A. As &
rule those who are working on the railway are of a rough nature. They do not care
where they go. They are all for making money, but those who have families take to
agriculture. They have done so in the States. You have only a very few in this
country. There are only about 1,000 Scandinavians from Denmark, Sweden and
Norway in the North-West and about 3,000 Icelanders.

Q. Where is the colony of Icelanders situated ? A, There are two colonies. There
is one on the west shore of Lake Winnipeg and the other in south-western Manitoba.

There is cne in Lorne or Argyle townehips, and another is just being started in the
Assiniboine valley, on the border.

By Mr Trow ;

Q. Our experience of the settlement of Icelandersihas been a failure ? A, I agree
with you that the first settloment of Icelanders has been to some extent a failure,

Q. They were not put in the right place. The Government had not sufficient
experience ? A. I do not blame the Government. I blame more the men themselves.
The men should bave been left to themselves. They don’t want to be bolstered up.
They were all spoon-fed, and the money 2:i3d not bring the same profit that might well
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have been expected. The people remained there until about 1880. There had been
a succession of wet seasons and the grasshoppers and one thing and another, so they
left. A great many went to the United States, but others went to form a colony in
Western Manitoba, and there are now as many in Manitoba as there ever were.

Q. But they are scattered ? A. Yes, they are scattered. They are no longer in
colonies or on reserves. They want to assimilate themselves to the marners of this
country, and are learning farming as well as any other class of immigrants.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. What kind of farmers do they make generally? A. They were accustomed
to stock raising, but they take to agricultural farming as fast as any other people.

By Mr. Tyrwhitt :
Q. They are considered first-class laborers, and easily handled; they are mnot
mutinous ?  A. 1 think they are not mutinous as long as they receive a fair remuner-
ation for their work.

By Mr. Trow :
Q. What number of them is there on the Winnipeg reserve? A. There is now
-about 1,000 people.

By Mr. Orton :

Q Are they in a prosperous condition now ? A. They are all prosperous, and I
think they are all contented. In each of the other colonies I do not think you have
& more contented class of people that I know of.

Q. Have any come out lately—within the last year or two—any Icelanders?
A, There has been but a small immigration lately, something about 100 or so.

Q. They were of the poorer classes, were they not? A.They have not been of
the best class— generally of the laboring class.

Q. Did your people take them in hand and assist them ? A, Yes, Sir, as far as
we could, We did not assist them any farther than trying to get them implements,
and if they were in need, we helped them as we had means until they were able to
-do for themselves.

Q. Even those classes have succeeded tolerably well? A. I think so, sir. I have
& statement of Capt. Grahame, immigration agent at Winnipeg, to the effect that he
has had less trouble with the Icelandic people, that they were of less burden than
other immigrants, and that he has hardly a case of one Icelandic immigrant without
work in Winnipeg. Of course, I have been in Ontario the most of the time. This
is my second year in Manitoba.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. Where were you born? A. In Iceland.
Q. How long have you been iz Canada? A. This is my eleventh year.

By Mr. Scott :

Q. I think you have picked up the English language easily? A.I did not find
much difficalty.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. By what were you indaced to come here? A, Ob, just the same a8 ambitious
young men generally are, who are anxzious to better their condition. There are
many who do not know sufficient about this country, or perhaps have not sufficient
push to come of their own accord.

Q. Have you been back to Iceland since you first came out? A. No, Sir.

Q. Do you think you could do any good out there if you had a pamphlet
printed ? A, I believe I might do some good. It is merely & conjecture on my part
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a8 to how much I could do. I know what labor I have gone through and what I
have done, and that is all I ean speak of.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. I wonder if Mr. Lowe can give us an account as to who is responsible for
the pamphlet Mr. Anderson referred to at the commencement.

Mr. John Lowe.—I think this is one of the steamship pamphlets, So far as I
understand it the errors are really confined to those figures. I have heard something
of that before. I think the body of the information contained in the book is not
erroneous, but there are those very gross and ludicrous errors pointed out by Mr,
Anderson. We have had correspondence on that very subject in the Department,

By Mr. Trow :

The country is good enough without having lies told about it ?
Mr. Lowe.—Yes, but those are statements against the country.

By Mr. Orton:

Q. Mr. Lowe has perhaps already looked at Mr. Anderson’s work and he might
express his opinion as to its merits.

Mr. Lowe.—As far as the book is concerned, I have read it carefully through,
and 1 have no hesitation in saying it is a book of singular ability, There are, prob-
ably, one or two points of littlte details which might require some adjustment, but it
is & book on a much larger scale than any that has been attempted in the Depart-
ment. It is a very much more elaborate book than the Guide Book which we have
published, and is a book of more detail.

By Mr. Hesson :

Q. Is it not really too much so0?

Mr. Lowe.—That is a question. There are several questions of practicability
in connegtion with the immigration services involved in that. There is also the
point pressed on my attention by Mr. Anderson that the people of the northern
counutries of Europe before contemplating a step 8o important as emigrating would
take very great pains in reading a work of considerable magnitude.

—— i

THURSDAY, 20th May, 1886,
Mr. Jaums FLETCHER, examined :—

By the Chairman :

Q. Will you state what your official position is in relation to the Entomological
studies of the Department of Agriculture? A. I am the Entomologist of the Depart-
ment; but, a8 you have stated, it is an honorary position. The appointment was
made as an experiment to find out whether these studies would be of value, and
whether or not it is advisable to have such studies carried on. It was thought that
if the farming community throughout the country considered this work of sufficient
importance, they wonld give evidence thereot by their applications for information,
and if that were the case, a report would then be published. In the first year a pre-
liminary report was printed by the Agricultural Department, and last year I was
asked to prepare a more extended one for the Minister's report, which was presented
this year. You will find at the end of this report about fifty pages upon injarious
and beneficial insects, This report was built up as the result of correspondence with
men engaged in agriculture and horticulture in all parts of the country, and it was
thought necessary to draw attention to this important subject. That this work is
oongidered useful by the publie is shown by the fact that these gentlemen have come
forward with information on all oceasions, not only when I have asked for it, but of



49 Victoria. Appendix (No. 6.) A. 1886

their own accord. 1 was very much encouraged to carry on the work from the
interest that was taken in it by those very men to whom it was of the utmost impor-
tance. Scientific men, of course, can take an interest in any scientific matter, simiply
for the study’s sake, but to those men it was their means of getting a living, andif it
were usefal they would ask for information, and if it were not I think we are safe in
saying that they would not take the trouble to ask for it, especially at a season of
the year when every moment of their time is tuken up. I do mot think it is neces-
sary to say more about the value of these studies. The faot that the Committee has
honored me by asking me to come before them from year to year shows that they, at
any rate, appreciate the value of them.

Q. Can you indicate any particular point on which information may be adduced
of practical benefit to farmers and korticulturists? I understand you to mean what
is the most injurious insect pest that requires attention and concerning which infor-
mation should be distributed ? A, Yes. In alarge area of country like Canada, we
find that the different Provinces have very distinct faunas. For instance, in British
Columbia we have different insects from those which are found in Ontario, and so on;
again in Quebec, and farther east in New Brunswick, in Nova Scotia and in Prince
Edward Island. EKach of these Provinces has certain insects which are found there
alone; but then, on the other hand, there are a few which are found in all the
Provinces, and these few being - so wide spread and also very numerous,
are for that very reason especially injurious to some plants that we require
and cultivate over large areas, Any kind of inseect which is very nume-
rous must necessarily have & large food supply, and in cultivating exten-
sive areas under any one crop, a large food supply is naturally fpro-
duced. Thus, any insect which feeds wupon that crop finds a large food
supply, and this, we find, is the index which regmlates the numbers of any
injurious insect. In illustration of this, we find now. over the greater part of Canada,
as 1 mentioned to you once before, enormous numbers of the Colorado Potato
Beetle, which, from being & very rare insect, has gradually attained its present wide
distribution as increasing areas were put under potato cultivation, thereby increasing
the food supply. Again, in the hay crop, we find that many of the insects which
attack the hay anu grain crops, in fact all crops which belong to the grass tribe, are
very widespread, for the reason that thers are very large areas being continually put
under those crops, and therefore there is an increasingly large food supply. Perhaps
the insect which has done the most damage during late years, is the small fly which
has attacked the clover plant. I drew special attention to this in my report, and I
would like also to refer to it again, as there is a mistake in the figures which were
printed in the report of this committee last year. This insect is very small and for
that reason its presence is often overlooked, and the damage is not attributed to the
right cause, The seed of the clover, as you know, grows in the head, which contains a
groat many seeds, each of which is encased in a very small pod. The clover plant be-
longs to thesame family as the pea, but with red clover there is only one seed in eaeh
pod. This insect lays an egg in the flower or its calyx, and it is so small that il can
hardly be seen. The parent fly which lays it, it must be remembered, is not nearly
the size of a pin's head. The tiny grub which hatches from each egg has the power
to destroy one seed, They are in countless numbers, and the destruction of this
insect is 8o great as to have almost entirely destroyed the Canadian clover seed
crop. Woe find by the census of 1881 that Canada produced in that year 324,316
bushels of hay and clover seed. Of this quantity we will take, say, one-half as being
the yield of clover seed, or say 162,000 bushels. The price ranges from $3 to $9 per
bushel—of course many of the gentlemen present are able to give information on
this head better than I am, but I am told that at seeding time $9 is not an outside
figure, while at some periods it may be down to $3. If we take the moderate price
of $4 per bushel, we find that the loss to the annual revenue through the destruction
of this crop would be about $650,000. This loss has only taken place during the last
five or six years, and so complete has been the destruction that we have actually had
to import our seed, whereas formerly our Canadian clover seed, grown in a more
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northern 'atitude, always had a ready sale in the United States. So that, in fact,
there is a direct loss overy year from the work of this one minute insect. Now,
through correspondence with farmers and others, I find that the farmers themselves
are becoming interested in these entomological studies, and they, being on the spot
at the time of attack, are able to make exact observations, and are discovering for
themselves how to get a crop of clover seed. In order to do this they have found
that they must not attempt to harvest the first crop of clover seed, but should feed it
off, and only try to get & crop from the fall cutting. We find that this is done in actual
practice. Some of them, moreover, have taken the trouble to find out the reason for
this, and this could only be done by breeding or rearing, and studying the insect
through all its different stages, learning its habits and studying its life history, and
finding out where it is most vulnerable and how it should be attacked. You can
quite understand that such & small insect—not as large as a pin’s head—is a very
difficult enemy to fight when it comes, as this has, in myriads. It has been found,
and I believe the discovery was made, or, at any rate, was first brought to my notice,
by Mr. Jabel Robinson, ex-Master of the Dominion Grange, that if the clover were
cut about a fortnight earlier, or, better still, if it were fed off instead of being cut at
all, these insects would then be in a soft state——the second or intermediate, the
larval conditivn ; for you all know that insects pass through four stages before they
are complete, and the second stage is that which follows the egg—and in this stage
they are easily managed. The cattle destroy them by eating the clover, and thus
destroy the germs while in the larval condition from which the flies are produced.
They are then so small that they cannot cause any appreciable taste in the fodder
when eaten by the cattle, for it would take about ten of them to cover the head of a
pin. The practical effect of this plan is the destruction of the tirst brood, the eggs
of which produce the second brood, the one which destroys the autumn crop of seed,
and we find that where this practice of feeding off the first crop is carried on good
crops have resulted. Moreover, where this plan has not been followed the clover crop
has been lost, This insect, in its perfect state, being a fly with wings, it would
naturally be supposed that it would fly from where it matured to clover fields at a
considerable distance, and that thus, unless this remedy were universally practised,
it would be useless. Of course, it would be far better if it were; but when insects
are newly emerged from the chrysalis, their object, and in fact their chief business in
life, is to lay eggs and propagate their species, Therefore, until that is done very
fow fly away far from the place where they originated. There may be a few species
which fly long distances, as of course their habits vary somewhat, but what I have
described is the general rule.

Now this I consider ore of the most injurious insects in Canada, but I think we
have the means, if this method is generally adopted, of keeping it very much in
check. This is in Ontario; in the Lower Provinces, Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick, we find that the fruit insects are of the greatest importance.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. Where did this fly come from, did it come to us from the United States ? A.
It was first noticed in the United States, but it does .not necessarily follow that
because it appears suddenly in great numbers it is going to remain. Occasionally
our own native insects develop in enormous numbers, in accordance with rules which
are not as yct fully understood. They sometimes develop in very large numbers,
and although they may have been known in certain localities for & long time, it is
only occasionally that they increase in sufficient numbers to be injurions. When
they do so, however, we generally find that there are natural causes which keep
them in check., For instance, there is the Army-worm, which destroys so much hay,
grass and other crops, including cereale, in the Lower Provinces. This insect is very
well known, but it 18 only in exceptional years that it becomes injurious. In the
Sackville marshes last year, this injurious insect destroyed an enormous quantity
of hay, and the year before that it was abundant in another part of New Brunswick,
but it was quite local. And although w; always have it in Canada, it is only occa-
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sionally that it occurs in large numbers, and then we find that its natural enemies

attack it, In the Ottawa district, two years ago, we had an insect, a kind of Cut-
worm, which was very abundant, and destroyed everything in the shape of early
garden plants. It was particularly injurious to the young buds of raspberries and:

1o clover and to pease; acres and acres of pease were destroyed. Now, this insect.
was actually so rare before this that when I wrote to Mr. J. B. Smith, of New York,

now of the Washington Natioral Museum, who makes a special study of these moths,

he said this was such a rare insect that he did not know of a single collection in the

Ubnited States which possessed a perfect specimen. In that year, however, it occurred

all through this part of Ontario, and in parts of Quebec, and as far west as Michigan,

where it was so numerous that it was called the Black Army-worm. Last year there
were none at all. At the time it was here I collected large numbers for study, and

found that it was attacked not only by many beneficial insects which feed upon it,

but also by a fungous disease whieh attacks insects in & manner analogous to cholera

among animals, and which took off enormous nuwmbers upon a farm-.belonging to

Hon. R. W. Scott, at Hull, P.Q., where the fatal effect of this disease was most re-

markable. On looking through the hay field, it presented an appearance almost like

a crop of timothy with black heads. It was tound upon examination that these insects

bad' climbed up to the tops of the stems of grass, and having clasped the stems tightly
they had died there and remained fixed to the stem. Now, this is one of the natural

canses which is developed when insects ocecur in great numbers ; but we cannot rely

upon these always, becanse it may be a long time before they are developed, and

in the meantime the crops may be ruined. I have brought with me this morning, to

show you, an insect (Nematus Erichsonii,the Tamarac Saw-fly ) of a rather interesting

character, for this reason, that it is another pest which has suddenly developed in

very large numbers. Opinions differ whether it was imported from Europe or not,

the only reason for supposing that being that it has been found to have occurred,

and was described many years ago in Germany. It destroys the tamarac trees, and

Mr, Fisher, M. P., who has studied it considerably in his neighborhood at Brome,

bus given me some valuable information with regard to its habits. A few years ago

it appeared at Washingion in the gardens around the Department of Agriculture, and

fed on the European larch. This is evidence in favor of its being an imported insect,

But whether it be a native or an imported insect is a matter of small importance,

except to the scientific student. The practical aspect of the case is: that now in

Lower Canada, and down as far as New Brunswick, the tamarac trees are nearly

defoliated and much injured from year to year in different gections. On the other

hand, we find that it does not seem to be staying in the same place, and those districts

which were defoliated three years ago entirely, were only partially so last year, and

I hope that this year they will be left alone. This was the case in the Hon. J. J. C.

Abbott’s garden where these insects attacked his ornamental larch trees and ate off”
every leaf. The next year they occurred in smaller numbers, and last year there

were none at all. Of course with ornamental trees there is no difficulty in fighting

these insects, becanse we have certain general remedies which apply to all such cases.

In forests, however, of larger area you can quite understand that an application of

any poison would be out of the question, and we must to & certain extent rely upon.
natural causes for protection,

By Mr, McNeill :

Q. Is that the same insect which attacks the balsam fir in Ontario? A. No,
that is probably the larva of a little moth, if it destroys the foliage. In reference to
this insect that feeds upon the tamarac, it irflicts very serious injury, and destroys
whole tracts of timber. But the tamarac is rather more hardy than some trees, and
from the fact that this defoliation occurs early in the season—the caterpillars are not
as a rale, found later than July— the tree has then some time to put ont new foliage,
and it pushes out the same needles, which were eaten right down by the larva, to the
extent of about a quarter of an inch., These absor b sufficient food from the air to kee
the tree from dying. If this attack however were kept up for some years it would ki
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the tree altogether, On Mr, Fisher's fpx-O})er‘r,y where I examined the trees two years
ago, we found that sometimes one-half only of a tree would be attacked, or the top
would be blighted. These trees showed & decided want of vigor on those portions the
next year when the foliage came out, and it was evident that the tree had suffered
from the injury. Now if the foliage had been entirely destroyed, no doubt the injury
would have been much greater.

By Mr. Trow:

Q. Does this insect attack the trunk of the tree, or is it confined to the foliage ?
A. Only the foliage.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. In regard to the clover question, I would like to have some further infor-
mation, You say that there is a certain time of the year when if the clover is pas-
tured off it will check the midge. Now when do they cut the first crop, about the
latter end of June, or the 1st of July? A, Yes, Sir; the usual custom has been to
cut the first crop at the end of June, it should not be left standing longer than the
middle of Jane.

Q. And do you think that if it were pastured off and allowed to start up about
the 10th or 12th of June, it wounld be beneficial? A. Yes; decidedly; but upon this
point I think Mr. Farrow can give better information thsn I can as he has made a
careful investigation of this treatment.

Mr. Farrow, M.P.—I may say that our farmers in the County of Huron bhave
been experimenting for some time, and they have adopted the plan we have been
speaking about. They cut the hay in the latter part of June or the early part of

uly, and their custom has been in the past to let it grow to clover seed and cut it
sometime about the middle of September. By this plan they always used to get a
good crop of seed—three or four bushels to the acre and sometimes more. But about
three years ago the crop became a failure. The clover came up fine, with plenty of
flowers, and there was promise of an abundance of seed as usual. Just at this time
this midge, or whatever you call it, appeared, and it destroyed the whole crop. It
‘was not worth cutting ; there was scarcely a pound to the acre, and the crop was an
entire losa, The furmers then got together and considered what they were to do to
guard against this great drawback to so important an industry. I may say that pre-
vious to this some of them had tried pasturing their clover to about the 8th or 10th, or
about the end of the first week of June, and then cutting down with a mowing machine
the odd heads, s0 to give it an even start. In this way they always succeeded in
raising a buskel or more to the acre than by the old plan. Well, those tarmers who
decided to continue raising their clover seed in this way, still succeed in raising the
ordinary quantity of seed. They cannot give the rationale of it, but they succeeded,
and all who adopted their plan did the same. This year they have made an agree-
ment that all who want to raise clover seed will pasture their clover until about the
first week in June, or at least not any later than the 10th. You must not pasture it
oo late. The first week in June is about right ; at least that is the experience of the
practinal farmers of Huron County.

Mr. Fletcher.—As bearing out what Mr. Farrow has told us I will direct your
attention, if you will allow me, to page 369 of the report of the Minister of Agrical-
ture. I quote from my report: “The midge has again proved itself a most serious
tax on the farmers throughout Central and South-Western Ontario, where clover was
once grown for seed. The only instances where any seed has been reaped are where,
instead of allowing the clover to stand in thefield till the end of June, it has been fed
off by cattle and sheep till the beginning or middle of June, and then left to go to
seed for the autumn crop. There are, apparently, two broods of the midge in Wes-
tern Canada; part of the second brood goes over the winter in the pupa state and
hatches in the beginning of May. The oggs of this brood are laid in the for ning
neads of the clover plant, and complete éheir larval growth about the end of June.
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These then leave the heads of clover and go into the ground to complete their trans-
formations, the perfect flies emerging about the middle of July. These again prodace
the second brooc, which destroys the fall crop of clover seed, and part of which
emerges in September and part not until the next spring. The verdiet of all the
growers who have tried the experiment now seems to be that two crops cannot be
secured, and to get ary seed at all the first crop must be pastured until the begin-
ning, and net later than the middle of June. In this way the minute larve of the
flies which &re to lay the eggs for the second brood are eaten by the cattle at thesame
time as the clover, and destroyed. It is quite apparent that if all growers will adopt
this plan that much good will be doue, and if some fall dressing for the land can be
devised to destroy the hibernating brocd, we may hope, before long, to get rid of this
injurious insect. Fresh gas lime, if obtainable in sufficient quantities, would undoubt-
odly destroy the midge; but the »upply of this is limited. KExperiments will have to
be tried until something is dircovered. Late fall ploughing would probably have a
good effect. In the Ontario Agricultural retarns we fiod : ¢ There is 2 remarkable
concurrence of lestimony from experienced farmers, that a yield of clover seed ean
1o longer be depended upon with any degree of certainty where two crops are cut in
the season.’” It was Mr, Farrow who brought to my notice these experimens I
bave menticned where some farmers tried this plan so successfully, bat others
who did not, lost their clover seed. .

By My. Cochrane:

Q. According to your theory of the way these midges are propagated, how do
you account for the fact that in some sections the first clover heads were all destroyed,
never blossoming out at ali? A. If you notice, I said that some of the fall brood go
over the winter. Thatis an operation of nature which we find in many insects, that
& Ithough the proper time for hatching might be the sutumn, there is a proportion,
generally small, which doer not appear until the next yesr.

Q. 1 urderstoed ycu to suy that they got to & certain stage in the first crop.

*Last year, in our own county, they attacked the first crop to such an éxtent that the
clover did not blossom out at all, but when we came to examine the second crop we
found that the heads were full of perfect ceed and had escaped the midge? A. In
1egard to the first question, how it was that this first crop was so badly attacked, I
think that would probably be owing to the fact that from some local cause, instead of
only a small quantity going over (not developing in the fall), a large proportion did
Gt emerge as perfect flies nutil the spring and attacked the first crop. About the

~ secord crop pot being attacked, thet is difficult to understand, unless it was that some
natural enegy or parasite war developed there, an we found in those cases I have
Teierred to, or it may have becn caused by scme climutic influence.

Q. Of course, all through our vwn section of country (East Northumberland), we
find the fact that 1 bave statud, to be prevalent. and a triend of mine, a8 farmer, said
1o me that if he had saved his last crop he would have hud one of the largest crops he
bad ever harvested, but be thought, from the fact that they bhad attacked the first
<crop, that it would be useless 1o leave it for the second crop, so he turned his cattle
into large areas of clover seed that he did not want 1o feed, but he thought it wus no
use, and he found in the places where the cattle did not destroy it, that the heads were
large and were full of clover seed ? A, I think this peculiarity might be caused by
a wet season, ; [ ‘

Mr. Cochrane :—Yes, it was very wet; but the fact remains that the first crop

. wsB r0 badly attacked that it pever was out in fuil bloom, and when we came
to examine ihe heads we found that some parts of the head had a little biossom,
but as a gereral thing it was a kind of bald-head.

By Mr. Jenkins : -
Q. 1 think that as the climate of Canada varies so greatly, it would be well if

‘we bad some information as to the particular stage in the grow:h of the flower of the
clover at which the insect deposits its eggs. In Pirince Edward lsland the season ia
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a fortuight or three weeks later than in the west, and this might make some differ-
ence in the number of broods in the season? A. The statement has always beon
made that tho egg is Iaid in the flower. My own opinion is that it is nor laid in the
flower, but in the calyx, cr greea cup of the flower, and for this reason, the clover,
when atiacked, does not flower out at all. This attack may be at any time when the
heads are forming, and you will notice that I am careful to say in my report, that
* the eggs are laid in the forming heads of the clover plant.”

By Mr. Trow:

Q. What is the most succossful method of eradicating the potato bug? A. I
think there is no method that can be resorted to that is more efficacious and less
expeusive than sprinkling with Paris green. Of course it tawes a good deul of
1abor, but when it becomes universal to apply poison to the potato tops, and this
work becomes recognized as part of the cultivation of the potato, I have no doubt
that this pest will soon disappesr.

Q. Has the application of Paris green on the foliage any effect upor the tubers ?
A. Not in the slightest, 1t is utterly impossible for the vegetation to absorb the
poison or for it to get into the tubers of the plant.

Q. Inwhat proportion do you apply it? A. The proportion given ia one tea-
spoonful to a backet of water, but the strength of the poison varies, and it is 80 much
aduliterated now that it is no! unsafe to put as much as a tablespooufull to the buckei
of water. There were great complaints two years ago about the Paris gresu not
‘heing genuine, and I bought samples from the leading vendnrs in this district, and
Yad 1tbem analyzed. The amount of adulteration was not as lurge as I expected from
the extent to which it had been said to fail in application—in ro case being more
than 10 per cent. Well, 10 per cent. of an admixture of extraneous matter 18 Lot a
very large amount, but it is sufficient to show that care must be taken to huve  ho
pure article, because from the results I should have expected to find it was very
muoch more. But it is a serious matter, of course, to the gardever or farmer, if ho be
disappointed through using an adulterated article, at a time of tho year when every
hand that can be secured is wanted for the ordinary work of the farm. "Afver biv-
ing taken off two or three men or boys to attend to this work on the patatoss, wad
then to find that their work has bsen of no use is a most sericus loss.  Of eourss, the
cost of the Paris green itself is very small. I have no doubt that this is the very
best remedy.

By Mr. Cochrane :

Q. Have you experimented with Paris green to show at what rtago in the
development of the bug it is best to apply it ? When the insect is very young? A.
The potato bug is this year very much earlier than I have evor seen 1t before. I
returned here from England on the 15th of this month, and almost the first object of
interest I met on reaching Ottawa was a potato bug, which I saw on the sidewalk.
Generally you do not find them urtil about the end of this month, or the first w-ek
in June, certainly not often before the 24th of May. As a general thing, they come
Jjust as the potatoes are appearing above the ground. They are most vaimnerable from
the time the grubs are first hatched till they are about a weck or ten days old, nnd
when they are in this slage a very weak mixture of Paris green will destroy them.
But when they are full grown, it requires very much more poison and more time and
l1abor to completely eradicate them. So that the best time is, undoubtedly, directly
they are hatched out of the egg, which, in this district, is about the first week of
June. Of course, it varies in different localities ; in some parts, as in Nova §:ntia
and New Brunswick, I have seen potatoes only just appearing above the ground
early in July.

By Mr, Jenkins :

Q. Can you explain how it is that in Prince Edward Island, although the potato
bug has appearcd there, it does not inflict any serious injury ? A. I thiuk the reason
for that is thai the climate of the island does not allow it to breed in large numbers.
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Q. My owa impression—and I would like to have your opinion on this point—is
that owing to our climate the spring is late, the presence of ice along the coast retards
growth and heat, and although potatoes can grow through it, the heat is not suffizient
10 develep the larval stage of the bug, and they do not come until the potatoes are
80 Jarge that they can withstand the injury? A. Yes; the plants are sufficiently
grown to reproduce the injury to the foliage more rapidly than the insects in the
limited numbers in which they occur with you, are able to destroy it.

Q. Now, I would like to know whether that is the explanation, or whether, in
the course of time, they are likely to increase ? A, Well, if they are in such numbers
as you have mentioned, I should think you will have to be ecareful, at any rate, but
I believe, as a rule, the climate wiil protect you as it will in Nova Scotia, from the
potato bug ever doing great injury. Two years ago, they first appeared in numbers
in Nova Scotia, and Prof. McKuy, of Pictou Academy, issued a poster on the sabject
adviging the early application of poison to check the progress of the bugs. I attended
the meeting of the Nova Scotia Frnit Growers’ Association last autamn, and they
told me that the bugs had occurred in considerable numbers, bat that it had always
been possible to check them with Paris green. With reference to the lateness of the
season you have the advantage in that respect over Western Ontario, for while they
sometimes have three broods of bugs in the year, you will not have more than two,
and most likely not more than one,

By Mr, Springer :

Q. In reference to the use of Paris green, I find that slicing potatoes and soak -
ing them in a strong solution of Paris green will destroy large numbers of the fall-
grown bugs when they come in the spring, if placed where they can get at them.
They will readily attack the newly cut potato? A. I know they will do that, and it
is a good plan, for the reagson that every bug you kill at this season would, if
allowed to live, lay a great many eggs. There is, however, another consideration.
I have no doubt, that for every insect enemy there is some remedy, but some of these
remedies would be too expensive for practical application, and the great effort we
have to make is to see that the remedies we suggest shall be something practical and
something for which farmers can afford the time and the outlay. I think you would
find that your method, although very efficacious, no doubt, might, when applied over
large areas, be found to entail too much labor, and to be too costly for general
adoption,

By Mr. Jenkins :

Q. Have you auny idea how they are carried long distances ; for instance, from
the mainland to Prince Edward Island? How long do you think they would live
without food? A. Experiments have been tried o% shutting up potato bugs to see
how long they would live without food, and I remember one instance recorded of
bugs that were shut up for three weeks, and subsisted all that time without food.
You can understand, that with quick means of transport between the mainiand and
the island, these insects could be carried over very easily. In the same way, I have
no doubt at all, that now that the Canadian Pacific Railway is completed through to
the Pacific coast, they will be carried over to British Columbia. Besides thig, these
insects can fly well. ~

Q. You don’t suppose they could fly across the water to the island? A. How
many miles is it across ? .

Q. The narrowest place is about eight miles across? A. Undoubtedly they
could fly that distance, especially with the wind.

By Mr. Kirk:

Q. Are they not liable to be carried in seed grain? A. No, Sir; I think not.
By Mr. Auger : ‘

Q. They will swim? A. Yes, there is something even in that. They will

swim & long distance, or rather, will float on chips or other objects, and ean survive
mmersion in water for a long time.
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By Mr. Robertson (Hastings) :

Q. Does an abundant application of Paris green to the potato tops injure the
.crop? A. No, Sir; the only thing about it injurious to the plant is the caustio
Eroperty of the arsenic, which might destroy the foliage, and it will do that if you

ave & greater proportion than a tablespoonful to a bucketful of water. It is utterly
impossible for the actual poison itself to get into the substance of the potato. The
most exhaustive experiments have been tried to ascertan if the poison could possibly
injure the tuber itself. These were at some experimental stations in the United
States, and the result was, that in no instance could any trace of the arsenic be found
in the potato, The poisonous properties of the arsenic are neutralized and altered
by the humus acids in the earth after it has been lying for a short time in the
ground.

By Mr. Trow :

Q. My experience with the potato bug, I think, has been that the potatoes to
which Paris green was applied, were more watery than usual ? A. I think that would
result from injury to the foliage. It is through the foliage of the potato that those
chemicals are laid up which form starch, and give to the tubers thelr mealy qualities;
the natural consequnence of injury to the foliage would be a want of mealiness in
the potato.

By Mr. Sproule :

Q. It seems to me that the quanuty of Paris green you use 18 very smail. 'We
use a much larger quantity. Don’t you think the quantity required is very much
dependent upon whether it is applied early or late in the growth of the bug?
A, Undoubtedly it is.

Q. Is it not better to put on the poison early, and to use a Weuk solution,
rather than to wait till later, when a much stronger solution is required ? A. Yes,
for two reasons. Not only is the insect very much more susceptible of injury from
poison when it is young, but the leaves of the potato are also very much more easily
injured when they are young. If applied when the bugs are young, one teaspoonful
to & bucket of water has always been successful, even although it may not have:
affected them immediately. Sometimes farmers, after having applied it in this pro-
portion, have come to me, complaining that their Paris green was wasted and their
labor gone. In such cases, I have advised them to wait till to-morrow, and, sure
enough, by to-morrow the bugs were all dead. It may take a little longer, but it
kills them surely.

By Mr. Fairbank :

Q. What other subsistence has this clover pest than the ciover plant, that you
know of, or does it feed exclusively upon the clover itself? A. I do not think amy
other food-plant has been found upon which this insect feeds. You probably ask this
question with reference to the idea of stopping the cultivation of clover, and thus
starving out the insect. From Prince Edward Island to British Columbia, clover
has become one of the weeds of the country. Wherever there has been railway con
struction, and horses have been fed, a growth of clover has sprung up, so that it
would be impossible to work on that line, because there is sufficient clover wild in
the country for it to subsist upon.

By Mr, Cochranej:

Q. How do you account for the 1act that although this insect destroys tne rea
clover seed it does not touch the Alsike variety? A. I think that can only be
accounted for by the fact that it is a different plant. It is different just as two kinds
of cows or horses or chicken are, and we know that some kinds of chicken are
attacked by certain diseases, and others are not.

By Myr. Jenkins

“§lzQ. Perhaps it is accounted for by the different form of the calyx? A. Possibly,
of course; but I think it is the different kind of ood. In studying the habits of
83
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insect enemies, you will find that although some insects will attack every species of a
oertain genus, there are other insects that will only be found on a special species and
Dot on others although they may be very closely allied.

By Mr. McNeill :

Q. Would it be injurious to cattle if they were allowed to eat the tops of potatoes
after a small quantity of Paris green had been applied? A. It might not kill them,
‘but it would be decidedly injurious.

Q. Lest year [ used a smaller quantity than a teaspoonful to a buckes of water,
aven when the bugs were full-grown, and it was most successful? A. Doubtless, 16
oan be used much wesaker, but the only trouble is, that in recommending aremedy, it

i8 Decersaly, 10 & certain extent, to have one that acts quickly. There are very
sffectuai remedies that do not act urtil too late.  'What the farmer wantsis aremedy
that will act quickly, before his crop is destroyed, and though I have no doubt that if
half the quuniity of Paris green were applied it would in time be effectual in killing
the bugs, yet it would not act as premptly as if applied in greater quantity,

By Mr. Jenkins :

Q. What abcut the Tureip-fly ? A. With reference to the Turnip-fly or Tarnip-
beetle I sm afraid I cannot give you as yet any satisfactory remedy. It is nowsome
fifty years since the study of this ingect was taken up, with a view of experimenting
to discover tcme pavaces that will answer all circumstances, and sometimes ore and
rometimes another rcmedy is advocated and tried with varying results. It has been
strongly reccmmenced to sow dust, or scme other finely powdered substance upon
the turnips wlen the dew is on them, thus covering the leaf with a fine coating of
dust which prevents the beetles for a time from attacking it. Another plan, which
has been tried with success, is 1o drive a flock of sheep over the turnip field, and
these active, little insects are thus disturbed in their operations. The reascn why
the inju1y is s0 great to the turnip from this fly is that the plant is attackec dir etly
it comes up cut ot the grouvnd, and the injury is not to the true leaves of the tuinip,
Lut to the two seed-leaves which perform the peculiar funetion to the plant of supply-
ing it with food before it can draw its regular supply from the air and the coil. Wher:
its ¢wn leaves appear the plant can then take care of itself, for it then has the means
of manufacturing from the sir the food required for its subsistence. But, until the
Pplant gets those leaves, it feeds entirely upon its seed-leaves. You can try an experi-
ment to prove this very easily Ly rubbing off the two stalk leaves of the bean piant
juet syrovtirg from the grourd when 1he plant will immediately die. It is unable to
draw ;1 flicient ncurishmert through the roots to keep the plant alive.

= By Mr. Tyrwhitt :

Q. Have you had any experience in soaking the seed with a weak solution of
spirits of turpenrtire ? A. 1 have heard that very good results have followed from
adopting thir plap, but as the results vary so much T have not accepted it yot. Experi-

ments bsve been made with this remedy and in some cases they have been successful,
wkile ip otha cases no efiect was produced at all.

B = By Mr, Sproule :

Q. Did ycu ever heer of the practice of sowing the ground over with powdered
«<halk ? A. Yes, that has been tried, but it has only the same effect as dust. It is its
- finely pulverized conditicn which wakes it adhere to the moist leaf. One very extra-
ordinary casc of attack was obrerved in Vancouver Island last spring. The farmers
there were bsttling with this pest. They have the most exquisite climate there I
think in the world, but it is also a very nice climate for all animal life, and espeocially
80 for insects, and they certainly appear there in very great numbers. A farmer of
any acquaintance there Lad made three successive sowings of turnip seed last season,
and each time the crop was destroyed by the fly. When he attempted to sow his field
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agaip it was with some seed that he had imported and he remarked to me 1hat as
this was the last of bis stock of seed it would be a serious lossto him if be should rot
succecd in getting a crop. I advired him under these circumstances that special
mesusures should be taken and he tried sprickling the turnips with Paris green with
suceess. Of course, Paris green will kill all insects but it is not applicable to large
fields of turnips oo accouwnt of the lakorinvolved, and its poisonous nature when usad
as a dry power. As I said before a remedy can bo found for every insect pest, but to
make it applicuble to gencral use it must be chesp and quick in its operation, and one
that does not require too much labor in its application,

By Mr. Cochrane :

Q I have found in the caltivation of the turnips that if you manure liberally the
plant will shoot up so rapidly thatit generally escapes the ravagesof thefly? A. Yes,
and put in plenty of seed.

By Mr. Farrow :

Q. Late sowing has boen found successful in many places? A. Yes, that may
do in some places.

By the Chairman :

Q. My brother, who iz a pretty extensive farmer, says he succeeds with lato
sowing ? A, I believe one of the most eflectual remedies is to be found patting in
plenty of sced and ir the use of some quick-acting manure. You will find that I
mertion this in my report. By putting on something to keep the fly from injuring
ihe plart uptil the Jeaver are tormed, and using good manure the plant is pushed.
forwurd past the period ot danger.

By Mr. Robertson (Hastings) :

Q. What sbout bluck knot? A. Black kuotis a fungus disease, not due to the
aclion of any insect at all, but to come constitutional defect in the treeitself. When
once develeped hewever in a locality, strong messares should be taken to evadizste
it, because it may spread and attuick strong healthy treces. With regard to this ques-
tion, I shou'd eay that there prevails a very parnicions custom amongst farmurs of
mercly cutting cot the black koot and leating 't on the ground. Thuy should das-
troy it as well.  Black knot is a fungus growth from which very minute spores are
developed, ard if these are not destroyed they spread very rapidly and infict other
trece. So that it is rot sufficient merely to cut out the affected wood; it must be
burred. A very interesting point I would like to draw attention to in this eonanoe-
tien 18 this:  Mr. Blunchard, Vice President of the Fruit Growars® Association of
Nova Scotia, au the meeting to which I have referred, said that all around the ses-
board where the trees were subject to the salt air black knot was not nearly so injuri-
ous as it was fartker inland. Then again other experiments were mentioned whe-e
salt pickle from herrings had been syringed over the trees with very good effect. It
is well to mention with regard to this, however, thatsome of these experiments wero
decidedly injurious to the trees, but this was probably due to the oil in the pickle and
the fact remained that under the influence of salt air the injury was less than else-
where.

By Mr. Jackson :

Q. The cherry trees are attacked in the same way as the plums in Western
Ontario? A. Yes; the plum and the cherry are botanically closely allied. It is &
most remarkabie thing that in this locality the trees on the other side of the river
Ottawa are a1l affected with black knot, while you cannot find one on this side,

By Mr. McNeill ;

Q. Last year 1 made some examination with the view of tracing the cause of the
<odling moth in the apple, and also examined the black knot on the plum trees. Om
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cutting into the wood at first I thought there was nothing at all, but on going into
‘the heart of the wood I found a channel exactly similar to that which I find in the
apple tree. On examining further into this channel I found one of those black knots
~with & worm in it, in the very heart of the wood, apparently having come in at the
-joint, where the leaf had sprung out. It seemed to me that the plum being of a soft,
sappy pature, this black knot had been thrown out owing to the irritation caused by
‘the work of the worm ? A. No, Sir, the black knot is a purely fungous disease, but
-when it is ouce developed, it, like many otber fungous warts or galls, is eaten by
-insects, This is a very common thing to find where a black knot has been bored
.into by insects. You will find that a great many fungous attacks on plants are eaten
“by insects; in fact there are insects which are only known to exist in those galls or
~warts, and are purely fungus insects.

By Mr. Springer :

Q. 1 think the best remedy for the plum curculio is spraying the foliage at cer-
4ain seasons with a weak solution of Paris green; about half a teaspoonful toa
backet of water? A.I was going to refer to some most remarkable experiments
‘that have been tried in the United States with this plan of spraying with Paris
green to destroy the codling moth and also the curculio. The effect was most
marked in some instances where every alternate tree was sprayed, and all that were
sprayed were protected while those that were not were attacked. In the same way,
‘where the canker worm has been plentiful and destructive in Nova Scotia, it has
‘been found that by spraying the trees with Paris green the tree is saved.

Q. 1 think the use of sulphur will destroy the fungous disease? A. Yes. It has
‘been frequently used with marked success. 1 have no doubt at all that the fungous
«diseare is more developed when the tree is in #n unhealthy state. If the disease is

engendered by want of proper soil, or want of proper chemical food, it will bring
about a condition in the plant which will result in this fungous disease. Prof.
Penballow two years ago made some very interesting remarks before this Com-
mittee, I think, in which he detsiled some experiments which were being tried in
the United States for keeping in check the disease among peach trees which is
known ag the yellows. We know very well that in Europe there are actually living
now peach tiees of which a record has been kept for 100 years. I know that at
home in my father's garden are peach trees which he can remember all his lifetime,
and they are bearing as fine peaches to-day as any in the country. And yet we are
told by Prof, Penhallow that in the United States the bearing life of a peach tree is
under 20 years on account of this disease, *“The Yellows.” Well, then, there is
some condition which is lacking yet, which is necessary to enable our peach trees to
withstand this disease. It only appears after the tree is aged and reduced to a weak
condition. There must be some food which the tree requires to be fed up with, so as
to enable it to throw off this disease, which is the result of weakness. Now, it is
within the bounds of possibility that plum trees may be so reduced in vigor or
receive such injuries from the attacks of the curculio that some weakness is
engendered, and black knot attacks them. There is no doubt that the curculio and
Dlack knot do exist together, as Mr. Hesson has stated —
Mr. Hesson.—The black knot on cherries is very recent with us.

By Mr. Platt :

Q. Does net that fact establish the theory that black kmot and the curculio are
separate aud distinct diseases ?  We do not have the curculio on the cherry, and yet
~we have the black knot? A. They are undoubtedly distinct diseases, but we do have
"both curculio and black knot on the cherry as well as on the plum. Mr. Hesson has
«drawn attention to the ourious coincidence that the two always come together.
Now, we kvow that there are many insects which in the larval state feed on one
kind of plant, while the perfect insect feeds on another kind altogether. A very
injurious insect of one kind bores into the twigs of the apple. This is only the
perfect beetle. When in the larval cons%ition it lives on the grape vine. Now, 1
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have never seen the curculio actually eating the plum trees, but I should not be
.surprigsed if they were found to attack the bark so as to make a starting place for
the disease. Black knot is an exact disease from a well recognized fungus. Cherries
are occasionally attacked by the curculio in the same way as plums, but not to the
-same extent., Of course, the cherry and the plum are very closely allied.

By Mr. McCraney :-

Q. I have noticed within the past year or two articles written by scientific men,
to the effect that the practice of continually propagating from grafts is causing the
failure of the apple crop. They say it weakens the propagating principle in the
tree, and that we will never have again such crops as we have had. It is well known
that in the western country the apple crop was a great failure last year? A. It
seems to me that this practice is very analogous to that of breeding in and in with
-animals, and breeding from the same stock over and over again tends to weakness.

By the Chairman :

Q. Is it your opinion that this practice increases the liability to ravages of
insects ? A. I think it would, though I am not sufficient of a pomologist or fruit-
grower to give any exact information on that point. We know that the practice of
animals breeding in and in produces weakness, and I suppose the same might hold
good with plants. Then, on the other hand, if you get a very fine variety of fruit it
can only be preserved by grafting, for seeds will not come true. But it is a question
of experiment how gratts upon two distinct stocks will be affected by peing crossed
again. The effect of the stook on the graft and vice versd is a very interesting study.

Q. What steps have you taken to make your work known amongst the farmers
of the Dominion? A. The chief means of getting at the farmers, which I have yet
resorted to, are: first, through the courtesy I have received from this Committee,
who have allowed me to appear before them from year to year, and from the kind-
ness of the members of Parliament, who come from all parts of the Dominion, and
from whom I have received information concerning special attacks in their different
constituencies. Of course the time that this work has been going on has not allowed
me to become well acquainted with all the members, Then my report is published
in the annual report of the Department of Agriculture, and in that way many pes-
sons apply to me for information. Then again, in reading the daily newspapers you
will frequently find questions asked about injurious insects, and I generally secure
additional correspondents from that source, If & man cares enough to write to &
newspaper about insect attacks, he will be a useful correspondent, and will help me
in my work. From all these sources I have gradually got a list of over 400 corres-

ndents in all parts of the Dominion, who send me information with regard to
insect attacks, and to whom I send copies of my reports as they are issned. The
Minister has very kindly gllowed me to issue a rather extensive report this year im
his Annual Report, and further than that, Mr. Lowe, the Secretary of the Depart-
ment, has promised me that I shall have a thousand extra copies struck off in se
ate form, which will enable me to send a copy to each of my correspondents, and have
a considerable number left over at the end of the year for those who wish for them.
I consider that 1 have received every courtesy from the Department in having allowed
me to have these extra copies to send to my correspondents. It was an experiment
by the Minister to ascertain if the work was considered of sufficient value by the
public as to warrant the expenditure required to print the report, If the members
of this Committee consider, on looking through the report, that it is useful, they cam,
of course, take what steps they deem best to suggest to the Minister any particular
action with regard thereto.

By Mr. Wigle:

Q. Can you give us any information respecting the cause of the blight in
trees? A. This disease has been studied for many years by Prof. Burrill, of Chans-
b7
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paigp, Ilinois, U.8., and the last experiments he has made seem to establish the
theory that it is caused by baoteria. This, if there are any dootors present, may
astonish them, because it has always been believed that bacteria are not the primary
cauger of disease, These experiments, which bave been very complete in the apple
and pear trees, seem to point to the fact, or rather erem to prove, that the disease is
actually csused by these mipute organisms, and which, it is claimed, are borne to
the trees by chmatic influences, and preduce this disease. Prof. Burrill's experi-
ments were brovghbt to the notice of the Americen Association for the Advancement
of Science, at its 1ast meeting, and the concluricns were, I believe, endorsed by the
meéeting. 1 am now in correspondence with him with reference to & disease which
is now attacking the Gravenstein apple in Nova Scotia, which seems very closely
allied to this fire blight. He had not previously seen it, but be thought the indi-
cations were that it was of the game nature as fire blight. It is very infectious. If
grafts are taken from trees affected in any part by this disease, they produce the
same direase later on.

Q. What is the remedy for it? A. The cause has only just been diseovered, but
no remedy has yet been successfully applied. The subject will be examined into
very caretully, and ro doubt 2 remedy will be eventually discovered. I would like
to say that Prof. Burrill advocates mulching for pear blight, but with a different
object from that which is often kept in view in adopting this practice. He does it
to keep the roots cool,

By Mr. Fairbank :

Q. There is a tent worm which attacks the walnut. I would like to know
‘whether or rot it attacks other trees ? A. This worm comes late in the year. Itis pro-
bably the fall web worm, and it does attack other trees, particularly ash trees.

Q. Does it attack fruit trees ? A. Yes, occasionally,

By the Chairman :

Q. Can you give the Committee any information ae to the amount of damage
annually sustained by crops through the ravages of insects? A. Some years ago, in
iving an estimate of the amount of injury, I put it at 10 per cent. of the whole crop.
still think that this is the very lowest estimate at which the injury can be placed.
Q. Is there an{ resson to believe that this damage may, to avy appreciable
exient, be obviated by the study of entomology ? A. Yes, [ believe a remedy can bo
found for every insect that attacks our crops. The only difficulty with en1omologists
is to find remedies that are both economical and practicable, and that do not take too
much labor and too much expense for material. The greater number of farmers
cannot afford to try expensive experiments nor to run the risk of failure, and what is
wanted is a remedy that the ordinary farmer, or his hired man, can safely apply and
which does not entail too great an expenditure of money and labor. Remedies are
guplied on general principles, which anyone can learn with ease. It is well known
at insects are divided into iwo large groups by the form: of their mouths ; those
which covsume their food by mweans of mapdibles, apd . those which suck it up in the
shape of liquid jnices by mesns of a hollow tube. Those with mandibles can be des-
troyed by the application of poisons to the substance of their food, while those which
do not consume the rubstznce of the plants they attack cap only be treated by the
use of ipsectides which act by contact or owe their virulence to some volatile yrinei-
%e, 80 that there are two general principles upon which we can attack this question.
ith reference to the Jast named class of inkects, the most useful remedy is Pyre-
thrum, but it is, at the rame time, too expensive for general mse. For special cases,
however, as in gardens, it i8 guite practicable.

By Mr. Cochrane :

Q. Have you a practicable remedy for the cabbage worm? A. Yes, I think so.
I believe the remedy I have just been speaking of can be used, and cabbuges may be
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raised profitably and successfully. It retails at a price varying from 60 to 80 cents
per pound, but it happens this year to be a little higher than usual.

By Mr. McCraney:

Q. Have you any practical remedy for the currant worm? A. Hellebore is a
good remedy, and it is very cheap and very easily applied.

Q. What is the cause of the grub or worm, on the pine tree, which eats into and
destroys the wood after the tree dies; does it develop from the inside or from the
outside ? A. It is undoubtedly from the outside, but that brings up a question which
you will find mentioned in my report, in my address to the Nova Scotia Fruit
Growers’ Association. The question suggested is, what is an injurious insect
and what is a bereficial insect ? We call an insect injurious simply when
it destroys what we want for our own use, but the mission of all insects
is to remove from the face of the earth all dead or dying matter, for which
there is no further use, But it happens that in the case of the dead tree we
want it for our use, and s0 we call any insect which destroys the wood of the
tree ipjurious. As a matter of fact it is a beneficial insect, for if these dead trees
‘were not removed they would choke the vegetation and prevent jurther growth.
Now, the moment a tree dies, certain kinds of insects bore into it and open up the
wood to the elements, and after awhile the tree falls down, and in a few years
becomes mould again. One of the first incidents which brought entomoiogy inte
public potice as an ecoromic science and has done much to gain for it the honored
position which it now holds in the world is that of which is related of the great
naturalist, Linnseus. While he was in the pay of the King of Sweden, he was
requested by the King to suggest a remedy for these wood-boring insects which were
inflicting such serious injury on the lumnber industry of that country. His answer
was very simple, but answered the purpose. It was simply to put the timber out
into the harbor ard keep it floating there, and in that way the ravages of the insect
were prevented. The wood-borers come from eggs which are laid by beetles, and
hatch into soft, white grubs. These grubs eat into the tree, and remain there for a
varying length of time until they mature. They then change into the quiet or
chrysalis state, in which they remain for a short period, after which they come
forth as perfect insects, escape from confinement, and go out to lay eggs and prcpa-
gate their species.

By the Chairman :

Q. Can you suggest any means whereby the methods of destroying these insect

, or of checking their influence may be brought before the farming community
in a manner that will produce some practical results? A. I think the only means
is to keep on writing letters to the newspapers and the agricultural press. I have
spoken to the editor of the Farmers’ Advocate, of London, which has a large circula-
tion, and he has agreed to publish any letters I may write to him on the subject.
Our own local papers have always been very kind in inserting any communications
I send them. At the present time I have a letter for our local papers, and also for
the Nova Scotia papers, on the subject of using Paris green for the Codling-moth.
Then later on we shall have attacks from the Curculio, the Cabbage-worm, and other
insects, and short communications will be inserted in the papers from time to time,
which it is hoped the farmers will see.

By Mr. Cochrane :

Q. Do you say that that powder you were speaking of will kill the cabbage
worm after it has commenced its depredation in the head ? A. Yes, if you syringe
the plant with a solution ; a tablespoontul tw a bucket of water will be sutticientiy
strong ; but it will not injure the plant, however strong it is made.

By Mr. Sproule ;
. Q. Is that hellebore you are speaking of ? A. No,I mean Pyrethrum or Persian
insect powder: It is practically harmless to the higher animals and guite safe 10 use,
but hellebore is not. '
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Q. Do you mean white or black helicbore? A, White.

By Mr. Fairbank :

Q. What means would you recommend to destroy the tent worm? A. I think
the most successful plan as yet is to cut out the eggs. They are laid in the summer,
and remain on the trees all the winter, during which time the egg clusters are very
conspicuous objects, and the eye soon becomes accustomed toseeing them on the trees,
In the Lower Provinces, where the apple crop is an important industry, they tell me
that their most successful plan is to go through the orchards in the winter time and
cut out the eggs, I have been observing a nest of these worms in my garden and
watching their habits, and I found that they went out to feed at six o’clock in the
morning, and returned again at nine. They did not move again until the afternoon,
when they came out and went over the tree, eating the leaves for two or three hours
before going back. Just at that time I cut their career short.

Q. Can they be poisoned at that stage ? A. Certainly they can be poisoned, but
it is easier to cut out the branch when they are in the nest; or, it on the trunk of
the tree, to crush them with some hard object.

Q. But that is frequently impracticable, owing to the size of the branch? A.
Then the best plan is to spray the whole tree over. The nest is made up of a large
number of layers or sheets and it is difficult and impracticable to get at the centre
of the nest owing to these layers of web,

By Mr, Cochrane :

Q. Do you not think that a chief source of injury to fruit trees arises from the
fact that they are killed by a process of what I would call starving out? People
plant orchards, and they expect nature to go on and support the tree for all tims,
without any proper nourishment? A. Undoubtedly a great many people plant too
many trees on the ground they set apart for an orchard. In Nova Scotia, where
they are trying a great many experiments, they are in some cases going throngh the
old orchard and cutting out every other tree, because they find the land will not
support more than a certain number. There is not food enough for them. Plants
are like animals—-they want light and air, which are food to them, as well as good
soil for their roots.

The Committee adjourned.

HousEe or Commons, 28th May, 18886.

Mr. James Fletcher, Entomologist, presented the following letter in corrobora-
tion of his statements before the Committee, on the large amount of loss inflicted
upon farmers by insect pests in the destruction of clover. The Committee adopted
the letter as an addendum to Mr. Fletcher’s evidence,

“ OrTawa, 27th May, 1886,
¢ James FrLETCHER, Hsq., Entomologist,
¢ Department of Agriculture, Ottawa,

“ Dear SiR,—Your remarks on the subject of weevil in clover seed before the
Committee on Agriculture attracted my attention, and perhaps the following facts
may be of interest to you.

“In 1850 or 1881 we sold one hundred clover-threshing and cleaning machines at
from $300 to $350 each. The parties who bought them found them profitable, averag-
ing seventy-five days’ work for each machine, threshing and cleaning from twenty
to fifty bushels per day, In 1885 we sold only six of these machines,

 Prior to the appearance of the weevil, there was a rapid increase in the
acreage of land devoted to raising clover, chiefly for the seedl. When we firat intro-
duced our machines, in 1864 we sold onl%0 six, and we were then the only manu-
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facturers in Canada of a machine for threshing and cleanirg tlover secd ut one oper-
ation. Since that time, two other manufacturers have made similar machines, so
that in 1880 or 138!, I am sure there were not less than 175 of these machines sold.

“ Clover seed was 8 very profitable crop for the farmer, the yield being irom
three to eight bushels per acre, and the average price about 86 per bushel. In one
year there wae shipped from Bowmaaoville sboat twelve thousand bushels of seed,
nearly &1l raised in the Township of Darlington. I have known farmers to have sixty
acres and to obtain an average yield of six bushels per acre.

“ Prior to the destruction of the orop by weevil, it was grown as far north as
Wingham and Berrie, and east as far ag Gananogue, 1 am confident that had the
weevil not made its appearance the red-clover seed crop of Ontario by this time
would have been worth one miliion dollars a year. 1 doubt if in the past year it was
worth one-fifth of that amount. '

“If you can succeed in preventing the weevil from destroying the crop, you will
add very largely to the income of the farmers of Ontario. 1 have known furmers to
get two tons of ciover hay and obtain six bushels of seed per scre from the esecond
erop. Valuing the hay at $6 per ton, the two crops yielti)ed $48 per acro.

“I do not remember that the price of clover seed during the past twenty years
has ever been less than $4 per bushel, and I have knowa it worth more than $10.
Upon the aversgn, clover seed is worth about six times the price of wheat. The
cost of marketing is, therefore, very much leas than that of grain,

1t has always commanded a remunerative price,

“T am, dear Sir, yours very truly,
P, W. GLEN.”
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