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{Continued from 3rd page.]
- SATURDAY FORENOON,
AUGUST 31.

Court opened at 10.25 a. m.on
&turd&v, pursuant to adjournment.

Dr. Wm. Pugsley, Q. C. appears
with Messrs. Lawlor and Winslow
for petitioners. '

Mr. Lawlor calls for the Police
Court record in the case of the
Queen on the information of John
Menzies vs.James Thompson ; record

produced, offered in evidence and |q

admitted. Mr. Winslow reads the
testimony toT. Coughlin given at
the trial of James Thompson for
violation of the Scott Act—the wit-
ness who gave testimony before
this commission in reference to In-

Menzies having him liber-
ated from the lockup where he was
imprisoned.

- Mr. Winslow also reads from the | q

record the testimony of several
witnesses.

~ Mr. Lawlor calls for the record
in case of the Queen, on informant
of Anthony Forrest. vs. James
Boyle, for interfering with informa-
tion in the discharge of his duty as
-:;Iiceni:.n, ihfwhict;[ Boylﬁl st.utl;ed
he got liquor from Ma urphy.
A ﬁg Ifzwlor also -readsry reoo;f of
" the case of the Queen on the in-
formation of John Menzies vs.

~ Mary Murphy, on affidavit of Jas.

‘Boyle taken in prison.

- Mr. Lawlor states this informa-
tion was written by Mr. McCaulley
in the while Boyle was a

oyle at the trial.
~ Mr. Lawlor also reads record in
the case of the Queen vs. Robert

lockup,
: qer; Bp.e reads the evidence of

- Armstrong on information of John

Menzies, 7 April, '92 for violation

of the Scott Act.

‘Mr. Winslow submits the 2nd

case of the Queen on the informa-

tion of John Menzies, vs. Robert
Armstrong.

- Dr. Pugsley says, having just
arrived, he has not had opportun-
ity to consult with the petitioners
and counsel and thinks if an ad-
journment can be had until after-
noon to enable him to examine the

~ documents submitted and other

evidence connected with the in-
quiry, it will facilitate its progress
rather than otherwise.

Mr. Murray objects, as he thinks
the inquiry has already been sub-
| to too much delay and

 should be pushed through.

- After further discussion an ad-
journment until 2 p. m. sharp, was

had.

SATURDAY AFTERNOON.

Court reassembled at 2.15.
~ HON.L.J. TWEEDIE, Q. C.
Chatham, sworn, and examined by
Dr. Pugsley : Have been practicing
for 24 years as a barrister ; know
Mre. Saml. U. McCulley, Police
Magistrate, Chatham; Have had
considerable experience before the
different courts—Mr. MecCulley’s
also—several times. My personal

_ relations with Mr. McCulley have

been and are friendly—extremely
friendly on my part. It was I who
had him appointed Police Magis-
trate. '~"
Without, at present, going into
the details of gach. casego ng, in
_your opinion, has Mr. MecCulley
administered justice, basing that
opinion on what you have observ-
in the various ecases in which

_“you have been concerned before

him?

Objected to by Mr. Murray, as
the proper way is for witness, to
go into details—to give specific
facts.

Mr. Pugsley said if he did not
follow this up by questions on

specific facts 1t would only have
weight on its merits. Admitted.
The Commissioner again stated that
this was a different inquiry from
one before the lar courts from

which there would be appeal. He
had admitted this kind of

testimony all along, and it would
only be such of it as was supported
by other testimony in detail that
he would consider as included in
the record. He would reject all
save Jegal testimony.

Witness : In many cases in which
I have ap as counsel before
Mr. McCulley, he has erred in
judgment and showed a total in-
capability of dealing with the mat-
ters in a judicial way. I do not

say that this was done wilfully ;{P°

my opinion is that from his mental
make-up he is not capable of deal-
ing judicially with matters. Very
often, in my experience, he reversed
the principle of law which gives
the efit of doubt to the accused,
and has given it to the prosecutor.
In many cases he has not been
governed by the preponderence or
credibility of the testimony, but
has given credit to witnesses who
were not entitled to credit.

 What do you say as to his ad-

~ mission or rejection of evidence ?

I have observed, in many in-
stances, that he would admit im-

~ proper evidence that would tend to

prove the case for the prosecution,
and reject testimony that would
tend to show the innocence of the
accused.

Do you remember the case of
the Queen on the inforination of
John Menzies, vs James Thompson,
in Jan. 1894, in which you appeared
for the accused ?

Yes: That case was tried before
Mr. McCulley.

. I think &0\1 asked certain ques-
tions on the cross-examination of
the prosecutor. In reference to
Thomas Coughlin, who was then
confined in the lock-up and sen-
tenced to imprisonment and who
had stated that Mr. Menzies said he
would pay his fine if he would

ive evidence against James

hompson, Mr. Menzies testitied as
follows, according to page 9 of the
record :

“I did not pay his fine before he
“gave his evidence. He was to
“sive evidence and I was to pay

is fine. I was not going to run
“any risks to let him out, until he
*gave his tastimony.”

The record shows that you then

~ asked this question:—

| told you that Coughlin
nted to see you?’—which was

d to by Mr. Murray and not

MIRAMICHI

allowed. You followed it up by!
another question. as follows:

“Was it Mr. McCulley, the police
magistrate, who told you?” which
was also objected to by Mr. Murray
and not allowed. The record
shows that you then asked:—

“Did Mr. McCulley tell you that
he had talked with Coughlin, and
that Coughlin would give you in-
formation, if you would go up to
where he was in the cell?” This
was also objected to by Mr. Mur-
ray and not allowed. And you
then asked “Was it not, in conse-
uence of what Mrs. McCulley told
you that you did come up?” which
was also objected to and not al-
lowed.—Do you remember that
taking place, as stated in this re-
cord of proceedings?

Yes, but my recollection is that
there were more questions asked.

State to the commission what
you were seeking to elicit by those
uestions.

It was because I believed that
these questions, if answered, would
tend to show Mr. McCulley’s com-
plicity with Mr. Menzies, in con-
nection with the purchase of
Coughlin’s testimony.

I would not expect you to re-
member all the cases, but perhaps
you can recall incidents in some
others as illustrations?

There was a Conway case.

What was there in his conduct? action.

in that case to sustain what you
have said of him?

In that case he evinced a desire
to convict. [Objected to. Allowed.]
It was the charge of selling liquor
to an Indian. [Record produced.]
There was only ‘the testimony of a
drunken indian as against that of
the defendant, and other witnesses
and he chose to believe the drunken
indian. Under the Indian Act one
cradible witness, other than the
informer, must prove the -case.
Mr. Menzies, the nominal informer,
when examined, stated that he
knew nothing whatever of the
offence having been committed,
except from the information he
derived from the indian. I con-
tended that a conviction could not

be had, as the indian was, to all

intents and purposes, the informant
in the casg. Mr. McCulley ad-
journed several times, in order to
take the opinion of the Crown
offices. The attorney-general, I
understand,—Mr. McCulley so
states in his record—said he might
convict on the testimony of the
indian, he being the informant, and
Mr. McCulley did convict. I am
still of the opinion that the con-
viction was wrong. Outside of the
grounds mentioned, the weight of
evidence was, in my opinion, strong-
ly against the prosecution. [Record
in the Conway case is here put in
evidence. ]

In the Thompson ecase I think
the magistrate’s rulings were unfair
to me. I think his conviction of
defendant was wrong, as there was
no evidence to sustain the prcsecu-
tion, but the purchased testimony
of Coughlin, while there were three
witnesses for the defence—the de-
fendant himself, his wife and son.
No attempt was made by the prose-
cution to impugn the evidence of
the two latter witnesses, nor do I
think it could have been successful-
ly done, for Mrs. Thompson, wife of
defendant, was a very respectable
woman, while her son was about
‘14 years old and gave his testimony
in a most creditable manner.

The two Tingley cases were
others in point,in this connection—;
one is 5th Jaly ’94 and the other
5th September ’94. [Records put
in evidence.]

If a magistrate commits a wrong
by convicting a defendant under
the Canada Temperance Act, either
without evidence, or against the
weight of evidence, is there any
means of redress by appeal to a
higher court?

Objected to by Mr. Murray, as it
is a matter of law.

Commissioner says the question
is one of law and everyone knows
it is true. Not pressed.

It being the case, that where a
magistrate does commit a wrong,
by convicting a defendant under
the Canada Temperance Act, either
without evidence or against the
weight of evidence, there is no re-
dress by appeal to a‘ highe» court,
as the Commissioner truly says,
is it, in your opinion, of the high-
est importance that persons in the
sitiong, of Mr. McCulley should
hold the scales of justice evenly
and Dbe altogeter free from bias or
partiality.

It is, and, holding that view
strongly, I have frequently en-
deavored to impress it upon Magis-
trate McCulley.

Have you, in any way, directly
or indirectly, initiated these pro-
ceedings ? i

Neither directly or indirectly
have I initiated these proceedin
against Mr. McCulley. I did not
know they were taken until lon
after they were made. The first
time I saw them they were fyled
in Fredericton. I was away from
home, I believe, at the time, or
might have seen something of them,
as they were prepared by Mr.
Bennett, my partner.

And do you say, Mr. Tweedie,
that in expressing the opinion
which you have expressed, or which
you have given us of Mr. McCulley's
conduct 8s & magistrate, you have
done so absolutely without personal
feelings against Mr. McCulley ?

Certainly without feeling. My
feelings are all the other way. I
am annoyed sometimes when he
goes wrong in his decisions. I
think it fair to Mr. McCulley to
say, however, that I do not think
he goes wrong Wilfully, but he
seems to approach cases from the
standpoint that the person accysed
is bound to prove his innocence,
instead of the prosecution being
bound to prove his guilt.

Going back to the questions you
put in the Thompson -case, an
which Mr. McCulley rejected, was
or was not the arrangement which
Mr. Menzies admitted that he had
made with the witness, Coughlin,
In your opinion, a most improper
one and calculated to prevent the
fair administration of justice ?

Objected to byMr.Murray, on the

-

ground that it is in the record and

theCommissioneror government can
form their own opinions of it.

The Comnmissioner says, though
it is improper for Mr. Menzies, Mr.
MecCulley should be connected with
it by evidence, in order for it to
affect him. Many persons might
think it quite proper to purchase
evidence. Question allowed.

Witness: I have always held
that opinion.

Was it or was it not by reason
of your holding that opinion as to
its impropriety, that you sought,
by the questions which you put to
Mr. Menzies to ascertain the ex-
tent of Mr. McCulley’s connection,
if any, with him in relation to the
purchase of Coughlin’s testimony ?

Mr. Murray objects, as the ques-

tion has been answered before.
Admitted.
Holding the view I have al-

ready expressed, I asked those
questions for the purpose of ascer-
taining how far the magistrate was
connected with the purchase of this
testimony, and I endeavored, at the
time the objection was taken to my
asking those questions, to impress
upon the magistrate how import-
ant it was that he should allow
them to be answered, so that no
imputation, nor the shadow of an
imputation should rest npon him
as a police magistrate, in connec-
tion with such a questionable trans-
Mr. Murray said it wasn't
correct to answer the question. The
magistrate would not allow any
question to Mr. Menzies tending to
elicit that information. He gave
no reasons for rejecting the testi-
mony.

Where is Mr. McCulley’s store?

Nearly opposite my office on
Water street, Chatham.

Do you know whether, at that
time and siuce, Mr. Menzies has
been a frequent visitor to that
store?

When I am at home I see him
very often in the store and stand-
ing at the door. He is very fre-
quently there—spends a great deal
of his time there when in town.

Would it be incorrect to say he
seems to make it his headquarters ?

I wouldn’t say that, for I'm
away so much.

Cross-examined by Mr. Murray,

I have known Mr. McCulley
about 35 years; have been intimate
with him during all that time;
always had a high opinion of his
character as a man; but not as a
magistrate.

You thought he wasfit to be
appointed Police Magistrate of the
Town?

Yes ; He did not solicit it.

Did he tell you he was not well
versed in the law ?

He did, and 1 referred to the
late Mr. Blair, who was a good
magistrate, but not a lawyer, and
told him he would pick it up after
atime. I knew at the time he
wasn’t a lawyer, and had never
studied law.

Did you expect he would never
err ?

I expected he would, but not that
he would persistently err—against
light and knowledge.

Do you, under oath, say he has
persistently erred. ,

In my opinion, he has. I speak
of my knowledge, as a lawyer, in
the cases in which I have been be-
fore him.

You have spoken of his mental
make-up. Is your mental make up
not of such a character that you,
yourself, always—or nearly always
—are of opinion that your clients
have the right side of each particu-
lar case, or the side that should
win ?

I do not think so. I always try
my best to win for my clients.

Can you name a ‘case to me in
which you ever thought different-
ly?
yYes, in the case of the owners of
the steam tug, Sultan, against the
Providence Insurance %ompany,
I found I had no case.

Can you name another ?

Yes, the owners of the Sultan

against another insurance com-
pany.

Can you name any other. How
many ?

Several—lots of them. I have
frequently found my opinions were
e1roneous.

You state here that Mr. Me-
Culley has reversed the principle
which gives the benefit of doubt
to the accused. Name one.

The case of Thompson is one.
There wasa very strong doubt
there.

In that case you say three wit-
bnesses contradicted Coyghlin,

Yes; there was no proof of the
sale, save by Coughlin. Three
witnesses contradicted him on this
point. The circumstances showed
there was no sale. Thompson swore
he had the liquor in the house for
his own use in sickness and gave
some to Coughlin.

But Coughlin swore he paid ten
cents for it ?

He swore he put it on the table
and saw Thompson pick - it up.
Mus. Thomgsqn sware she was
present and would have seen the
ten cents put on the table if it had
been put there and Thompson took
it up.

Mr. Maurry reads from the testi-
mony in Mr. MecCulley’s record,
when Mrs. Thompson swore she
was not present all of the time.

Witness: But she swore to the
other thing also; her evidence, in
some respects, I know, contradicted
that of the boy but not on that
point,

Dr. Pugsley: Would not that
Mr. Murray, go to strengthen her
testimony for if she agreed exactly
with her son, it would appear as if
they had agreed upon what they
were to say’

Mr. Murray :—Don’t you know
that Thompson had a bad reputa-
tion ?

I can’t say.

Don’t you know he had the re-

d | putation of keeping a dive ?

I don’t know; I've heard of him
striking a person one night.

Didn't you hear of the fellow he
killed—nearly killed.

No, I didn’t.

Mr. Murray; Well I heard him
make the remark himself, but the
fellow wasn’t hurt. Don’'t you
know he had the reputation of

w

—— e

beating his wife
sometimes?

I never heard that.

Don’'t you know he beat his
boys and turned them out of the
house?

I do not. Such things might
occur and I not know 1it.

Were you aware that he was
driven out of Fredericton and Bath-
urst for his ill deeds?

I never knew he was in Freder-

unmercifully

icton. I knew he left Bathurst
but don’t know why. It didn’t
come out in evidence.

Were you aware that while in
Bathurst he nearly killed Chas.
Boss by striking him with a wagon
shaft?

I was not. He was a man 1
knew little about.

Were you aware that his wife
was sometimes under the influence
of intoxicating liquor?

No. She was several times in
my office on business and she im-
pressed me as a woman of some
refinement and education.

Previously to the time you
asked Mr. Menzies if it was not Mr.
McCulley who told him to go to
Coughlin, as he wanted to tell him
something, had you not asked Mr.
Menzies “Who told you Coughlin
wanted to see you?”

I think I asked that question
but I don’t know whether it was
before or after.

Didn’t you and I have an argu-
ment on the question?

Can’t say; very likely we had.

And did I not cite an authority
from Clark’s Magistrates’ Manual,
showing that the right of the de-
fendant to cross-examine the in-
formant did notgo to the extent
of compelling him to tell from
whom he got his information?

I don’t recollect that you did—
you might Lave done so, but I
hardly think you would quote any-
thing soimpertinent to the sub-
jeet; my opinion is he was wrong in
rejecting the evidence.

At the time I objected to that
question, do you recollect Mr. Me-
Culley said, for his part, he was
willing to have the answer?

There was some by-play of that
kind, but he sustained your objec-
tion, when he might haye allowed
the answer, for he had the power;
mmy impression was and is that he
was aware of the transaction be-
tween Menzies and Coughlin, and
it was such a one as would not
commend itself to any person’s
judgment.

" And yet you think Mr. McCulley
is an ‘honorable man ?

I have said I have a good opinion
of him as a man, but as a magis-
trate he seems to think that any
means is justifiable in order to bring
a charge home to an offender;I
think it possible that a person
could be such, as a magistrate, but
honorable as a man, until occasion
led him to act otherwise.

Had you no knowledge that
these charges were to be preferred
before you saw them in Frederic-
ton ?

I was told of an intentjon of
some parties to place charges
against Mr. McCulley before the
government and I advised them
that unless they were sure of their
ground, and could show some seri-
ous cases of misconduet, it was
useless to prefer them,

Were you professionally consult-
ed by any of these parlies ?

Never !

Were you spoken to as a member
of the Government about them ?

I was spoken to about them, in a
casual way, but whether as a mem-
ber of the government I cannot
say.

Were you not spokcn to about
them at a gathering in Newecastle,
during the Hill-Menzies trial when
Robert Armstrong, John McKane,
Richard Gremley, John Robinson,
Jas. Robinson, or some of those, or
some others were present, and you
were told that if "you didn't get
McCulley dismissed the party
would not support youf?

I was at no such gathering at
Newecastle at the time mentioned,
but I remember, during the Hill-
Menzies trial, being in Newcastle
one evening in the company of Mr.
R. A. Lawlor, John Mc¢Kane and
Mr. Robhert Armstpong.
were the only persons present, Mr.
McKane, I think it was, made the
remark that there was sufficient
evidence elicited against My, Me-
Culley in the case we were trying
to justify the government in dis-
missing him as a magistrate. I re-
plied that Mr. McCulley could only
be dismissed for good cause shown
and that it was useless to talk to
me of dismissing him, unless
charges were made against him
which, if proven, would justify the
government in removing him. I
think someone said that a great
many of my friends thought .he
should be dismissed fer misgonduct.
I intimated to them pretty forcibly
that he would not be dismissed but
for just cause. That was, I think,
the whole of the conversation.

Did you not say if they would
prefer the charges you would see
that the Government would pay at-
tention to them.

I did not. I rather took the
otheyr grgund,

Did they not threaten what they
would do unless McCulley was dis-
missed?

I'm not the man to be threatened,
I think,

Didn’t they say they wouldn’t
vote for you?

They might have said it, but I
have no recollection of it.

Haying stated in your examina-
tion in chief, that you endeavored
to impress on the magistrate the
importance of his allowing these
questions to be answered, I would
ask you was that not at the time
the first question was asked: viz,
“Who told you that Coughlin want-
ed to see you?”

I think not; I wan't say, positive-
ly, that it was not, but if I did so
when the first question was asked,I
did so much more strongly when I
asked if it was Mr. McCulley who

had given the information to him,
(Menzies.)

In reference to your havin
trouble with Mr MeCulley and find-
ing difficulty in having him rule
and decide correctly, have you not
had the same experience with other

These | 9
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decisions, In proportion to the
number of times you have appeared
before them as counsel?

I find that a difficult question to
answer, from the way it is put. I
have, at times, found fault with the
decisions of other justices, and in
cases where the appeal would lie,
have appealed, if I felt aggrieved,
but I have never found any justice
persistently follow the same course
as the present Stipendiary Magis-
trate has done.

Wouldn’t you think it would be
better for the - administration of
justice if other magistrates were to
follow the same course of conduct
as Mr. McCulley ?

I think if magistrates generally,
throughout the country, were to
act as Mr. McCulley has done there
would be a revolution, for ecitizens
wouldn't stand it.

Will you swear that a large
majority of the people of this
county don’t approve of his course?

Dr. Pugsley objects and says
persons in the county generally
are not in a position to form a
correct opinion as they do not come
before Police Magistrate McCulley,
but form their opinions on prejudice
and hearsay. He had been careful
to confine his questions to M,
Tweedie’s personal knowledge, as
to avoid the hearsay and conjectur-
al testimony which Mr. Murray
now desired to elicit.

Witness, however, was allowed
to answer.

I might say that a large number
of people justified Pilate in giving
judgment upon our Saviour, but 1t
turned out it was very wrong,
although popular at the time. I
can only form my opinion from my
own observation and the apinion af
litigants who have knowledge of
Mr. McCulley’s conduct, while the
opinion of parties who have no
knowledge in those ways would be
valueless.

Mr. Murray : That’s no answer.
[Mr. Murray repeats question.]

Witness: I cannot say.

The Commissioner: I have no
doubt that there is a class of per-
sons in the community who think it
is wrong to convict a person who
sells liquor in violation of the Scott
Act: and I have, also, na doubt that
there is another class who think
that a person who sells liquor, or is
accused of it, ought to be convicted
whether there is evidence of the
fact or not. But what are such
persons’ opinions worth. I am
sure I could never be affected in
the Jeast by them..

Mr. Murray : Don’t you know
that a majority of the merchants
of Chatham approve of Mr. Me-
Culley’s course and conduct ?

I do not know it

Would you say that the charge
that the court over which he pre-
sides has not the respect or confi-
dence of the community, is true ?

I wouldn’t give an opinion ahqut
that, for Ido not knaw. I only
know what a majority of the
lawyers say, and that his court is
not held in respect by a majority
of the lawyers of the county,

Do you know how many of the
lawyers of the county have ap-
peared in Mr. McCulley’s court, ?

I could mention those I have
seen there—I think about eight.

Mr. Pugsley suggests that time
is being wasted by this kind of
questioning. The Com'r says the
examination is going far from the
subject, but he will not overrule
the questions.—

Witnessi—Messrs, Lawlor,Adams
Winslow, Murray, the two Thomp-
sons, Butler, Bennett and myself
have appeared before Mr. McCul-
ley. I wouldn’t say that any law-
yers but Mr. Butler and yourself
have entire respect for and confi-
dence in Mr. McCulley’s court.

How many of these are members
‘and frequenters of the Chatham
Social Club?

The eourt thinks the question
irrevalent.

Mr. Murray says he wants to
show this whole business emanated
from the Chatham Social Club.

Mr. Pugsley says he is instruct-
ed that the complaint was afoot
some time before the Chatham
Social Club steward was prosecu-
ted. The Commissioner allows the
uestion.

Witness: There's yourself, M.
Lawlor, Mr. Winslow, and myself,

Mr. Murray: Mr. Adams. Isn't
he a member?
Witness: He was not a member

for some time,

Mr. Murray: When did Mr
Adams cease to be a frequenter of
the Club, and how long did he
ceage and when did he rvetuyn, Is
he not a frequenter now and was
he not a member a year ago?

Witness: Several years ago he
was a member,

The Chatham Social Club, at
one time, dispensed intoxicating
liquers?

es,

Of late it has not been doing so ?

Not to my knowledge.

Was the stopping of the sale of
intoxicating liquors not in conse-

uence of a juggment of Mr. Me-

ulley’s? z

It was, as I understood, pursuant
to an arrangement between the
managing committee of the Club
and Mr. Menzies.

Was that arrangement not made
some time after the Steward of the
Club had been convicted by Mr.
McCulley for violations of the
Canada Temperance Act ?

I think so.

Wasn't it after a decision of the
Supreme Court on some of those
cases ?

I think sa,

There was here some conversa-
tion*between theCommissioner and
gentlemen of the bar—it being
after six o'clock—as to adjourn-
ment, and in view of the approach-
mf circuits, in which some of coun-
sel were to be engaged in different
cqunties, Dominion and Provincial
exhibition in St. John, ete., the
Commissioner adjourned the in-
quiry until Tuesday, 8th October.

DR R. D. WILSON,

Physician And Surgeon. |
OFFICE AND RESIDENCE, I
ADAWS HOURE, CHATHAM, N B

magistrates as to their rulings and
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IMPROVED PREMISES

B ) p—

Just arrived and on Sale at

Roger Flanagan’s

Wall Papers, Window Shades,
Dry Goods,
Ready Made, Clothing,

Gents’ Furnishings
Hats, Caps
Boots, Shoes &c. &e.

Also a choice lot of
GROCERIES & PROVISIONS.

R. FLANAGAN,

ST. JOHN STREET CHATHAM

QUININE WINE
AND IRON.

THR BEST TONIC AND

BLOOD MAKER

60C. BOTTLES

WE GUARANTEE IT AT

Mackenzie’s Medical Hall,

CHATHAM. N B.

95

DERAVIN & CO.
COMMISSION MERCHANTS.

ST. &ITTS./W. XI.
Cable Addresa: Deravin
LEON DERAVIN, Consular Agent for France.

8. R. BOUTHILLIER

MERCHANT TAILOR,

CHATHAM,

Keeps constantly on hand full hnes ot Cloths
of the best

British, and Canadian Makes
Trimmings, etc.

GENTLEMERS' GARMENTS

all kinds cut and made to ordsr on the prem.
ed, with quickest despatcr and at reasonable
tes.

LADIES’ COATS & SACQUES

cn to arder,

satisfaction Guaranteed.

HELP WANTED

WANTED.— Acmive, HONEST GENTLEMAX or LADy
to travel representing established, reliable house.
Salary $65 monthly and traveling expenses, with
increase, if suited, Euclose reference and self-ad-
dressed btamped envelope,

THE DOMINION
317 Omaha Bailding, Chicago

ALEX. LEISHMAN

Has been appointed agent for
ROYAL INSURANCE CO OF ENGLAND,

NORWICH AND LONDON CO OF ENGLAND,
ONTARIO MUTUAL CO OF CANADA

and hopes by strict attention to businees to mert
a share of people's patronage.

'WANTED HELP

MEN OR WOMEN IN EVERY logality (local or
travelling), to introduce a new discovery, and keep
our show cards tacked wp on tress, fences and
bridges throughout town and country. Steady
employment Commission or salary $65 per month
and expenses, and money deposited in any bank
when started For particalars, write Tu WoRLD
gxnig.sLEucm:c Co, P O Box 221, Londen, Ont,,
anada,

B —
- — ——

BEO. W, CUTTER,

GENERAL INSURANCEAGENT FOR

FIRE, LIFE AND ACCIDENT COMPANIES

REPRESENTING ;
Travelers’ Life and Accident, of Hartford, Conn’
Norwich Union, of England, :
Roya! Canadian, of Montrea..
Loundon and Lancashire Life Assurance Com
pany, of London. Eagland and Montreal, Que.

OFFICE—CUNARD STREET OPPOSITE E. A. STRANC

CHATWAM, N, B

ORS. G. J. & H. SPROUL
SURGEON D_EN‘I‘ISTS.

Teeth extracted without pain by the v
Nitrous Oxide Gas or other Anx;;sth:tic: e

Artificial 'fqeth set in Gold- Rubber & Celluleid
Special attention given to the preservation and
regulating of the natural teeth,

Also Crown and Bridge work All work
guaranteed in every respect,
Office in Chatham, BeNsox Brocr.. Telephone

No. 53.

In Newcastle, opposite Square, aver J. G
KeTaRros' Barber shop, Telsphone Na. 8 ;

" HOTEL
For Sa,lg or to Let.

The Keary House, Bathurst, which ia a most
desirable hotel for a profitable business. The hotel
is pleasantly situated, fronting the harbor and is
well patronized by summer tourists,

Possession given 1st May, next. Apply to

JOEN SIVEWRIGAOT.
Bathurst, March 25th, 1895,

NEW GOODS3.

FLAKE ROLLED PEAS,

FLAKE WHEAT,

FLAKE OATS,

FLAKE BARLEY.

GRAHAM BUCKWHEAT,

WHEAT FLOUR ; HUNGARIAN FLOUR.

HARD MANITOBA WHEAT.

WHEAT FLOUR FROM HIGHEST TO MED
IUM ONTARIO PATENTS.

W.S. LOGGIECOY'LTD

HOUSES TO RENT.

Part of the two story double honse on Foundry
Lane and part of the large two story house on
Muirhead Street. For further information apply to

JOHN FOTHERINGHAM.
Chatham Sept. 5, 1804

FOR SALE,

The dwelling and property on Hill Street at pres-
ent occupied by Robert McLean adjoining the
property of James McLeod ; apply to

W. 8. LOGGIE

FARM FOR SALE.

That desirable property situate near Saint Paul’s
church, Upper Ch:. ham, known as the DesBrisay
property, running m the river to the rear lots
and cootaining about ninety five acres. There is a

, good house and barn and a good deal of wood land
| with some ten acres cleared in fromt. There is also

a good fishing privilege in front,
The subscriber wishes also to sell the marsh lot

| at the mounth of the Tabusintacriver kao wn as the

John Murray Marsh Terms mod "
Chatham, 26th March 1895, = °

MARY CHALMERS.

HSTABILISHAED 1852.

]
THE GILLESPIE CHATHAM FOUNDRY,

CELATIL ATV, - - nN. B.

rm a l‘., - > e . -
I'he subseriber having leased the above

FOUNDRY AND MACHINE SHOP,

1s prepared to weet the requirements of Railway, Mill and- Steamboat
owners and other users of Machinery, for all work
and materials in his line.

IRON AND BRASS CASTINGS

will be made a specialty. Stoves, Piow-cxstings, etc., always in stock

ORDERS IN PERSON, OR BY MAIL PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO.

Estimates for work furnished on application.

JAS. G MILLER
Established 1866. *_

Dunlap Bros. & Co., DUNLAP GOOKE & CO.
AMHERST, N. S. MERCHANT TAILORS,

s AT NS

Dunlap, McKim & Downs,
WALLAGE, N. S.

DUNLAP, COOKE & CO.,
AMHERST, N. S.

GENTLEMEN'S OUTFITIERS,
MHERST. ¢
N Ll S . :

This firm carries one of the finest selections of Cloths inclnding all th
. : SL § z e different m
fine trace. Their cutters and staff of wockmen employed are the best obtainable, and th?:?oat.tll:it:: l:rcf::

his establishment has a superior tone and finish. All inspe~ti H i i
e e i pe ! peciion of the sampies will convince you that

JUST OPENING.

)

Jusr opENING
Boor axD sHOES 1N GREAT VARIETY, - # . &
NCOTCH AND CANADIAN TWEEDS,
NEWEST MAKES IN DRESS GOODS,
OrcLorns, HEARTH RUGS & DOORMATS,
Woor, srussELs & TaPESTRY CARPETS,
Brack & COLORED CASHMERES & MERINOS,
A R MUSLINS, CRETONNES & REPPS,
LiAcE curTAINS & COUNTERPANES,

LACES, RIBBONS & HAMBURGS,

SILKS IN BLACK, COLORED,SURAH, &c

Worsted Coatings,
Black and Blue Serge Suitings,
White and Regatta Shirts,
Ties, Collars, Hosiery
Silk and Linen Handk'fs,
Straw and Felt Hats,
Yachting Caps, &c.

ALSO A FULL & COMPLETE LINE OF

GROCERIES & PROVISIONS.

J. B. SNOWBALL.

Miramichi Foundry,

STEAM ENGINE AND BOILER WORKS,
CH THAM, N. B.

JOSEPH M. RUDDOQCK, . - -

PROPRIETOR

Steam Engines and Boilers, Mill Machinery of a ¥inds;
Steamers of any size constructed & furnished, complete,

GANG EDGERS, SHINGLE AND LATH MACHINES, c&'r.
INGS OF ALL DESCRIPTIONS,

CAN DIES.
IRON PIPE VALVES AND FITTINGS

OF ALL KINDS.

DESIGNS, PLANS AND ESTIMATES FURNISEED ON APPLICATION

CANADA EASTERN RAILWAY.

SUMMER 1895.

N and arrer  MIONDAY, JUNE , until rurth t trai 1 aboy
O Railway, daily (Sundays’ exceptea)as m!lo%g son. ot -

Betwesn Fredericton Chatham and |
Loggieville. 1

Connecting with the I. O R.

FOR CHATHAM | FOR FREDERICTON |

(read down) 3 (read (up) | GOING NO :
MIXED EXPRESS o EXPREsS  MIXED| . T
6 50am lv 2 50 pm ..Fredericton,... 10 00 ar. 4 00pm , XPRESS, Mixep
7 00 258 ....Gibeom, ... 957 35T | s 20am  100p. m.
720 3 00 . .. Marysville, . ¢ - —— 1.20
8 55 407 ..CrossCreek, .. S45 150 ‘c; R B~ B 148 s
10 15 5 05 ...Boicstown,... 735 1230 chmn: 3.20 . 295 «
11 15 ar 5 50 ar . - 11 15 . — 245 «
11 20 ]v} {6 osly - Desktows,... 6.0 {u 10 [Ar- Uhatham, 400 3.05 «
1290 pm 710 ... Blackville,,.. 5 40 9 40 —_— :
1 50 ar {8 C3 3 ) 8 20
poorl 3% .omthamier. r{,g% GOING sOoUTEH.

BT Nelson 7 40 Exenass. M

2 55 840 ....Chatham.... 412 72 |lw 1he b . o
3 10 ar 8 55 .. .Loggieville Lv 4 00 am 7 00 am|Nelson e pa 164(\)55&“.
por Np'rox  INDIANTOWN BRANCH.  rommukvie|f CoAtham Junction, 250 « 1030
Iv8.00am.......... Blackville ....... ... ar 450 p m|Nelson o e
I " i S R N Iv 4.05 * |\r. Chatham 400 11;50 s )

The above Table is made up on Eastern standard time,

The trains betwuen_Chatlmm and Fredericton will also st
Stations—- Derby S'idmg, Upper Nelson Boom, Chelmlordopar‘.:o.{n:ﬁg:ll%dp “r !;lhl:k:?llll:'i
Carrol’s, McNamee’s, Ludlow, Astle Crossing, Clearwater, l"ortage Road ’ForK:n’ Siding 61’1?"”
Creek, Covered Bridge, Zionville, Durham, Nashwaak, Manzer's Siding, Penniac. ;

Express Trains on L. C. R.run through tv desti
but not Monday mornings. o estinations on Sunday. Exgress trains run Sunday mornings
¢. RAILWAY
with the

C O N NECTI ONS fll") madeat Chatham Junction with the I,

" orall points East and West, ‘and at
C P. RAILWAY for Montreal and all points in the upper provinces and with the C. P. RAILWAY

for St John and all points West, and at Gibson f
and Presque Isle, at Cross Creek with Sm: fon? l.St'.an(l);)dy.Stock' .,

THOS. HOBEN, »upt, ALEX. GIBSON Gen’l Manager




