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Minister

of Public Works

Replies to O. S. Crocket

A Crushing Rejoinder to the Insi

nuations

Thrown Out by the

Windy Member for York--The Real Facts in Connection
with the “Saw-dust” Wharf Transaction---Government Re-
ceived Value for Every Dollar Expended---Mr. O’Leary as a

Letter Writer.

In the House of Commons on April| a little later on,

1, after Mr. Carvell finished his

speech and J. D. Reid, Mr. Carvell
Dr. Pugsley, Dr. Sproule, Mr. Talbot

and others had indulged in some
cross-firing on the subject in hand,
the Richibucto wharf, Dr. Pugsley

spoke on the Crocket amendment, as
follows:
(Hansard.)

Mr. Pugsley—As the amendment
moved by the hon. member for York
(Mr. Crocket) not only seeks to at-
tack the judgment of the engineering
pranch of my department in connec-
nection with the purchase of this
wharf at Richibucto, but also goes
further, and asks this House to de-
clare that that was a corrupt and
fraudulent transaction, I think it be-
comes advisable that I should ad-

dress some observations to the house as a representative, he owes
before hon. gentlemen are called upon ‘r members

and the hon. gen-
tleman must have been aware of this
when the question was put to Mr.

Loggie he stated that he could not
say that it would at all interfere
with the plans of the department be-
cause, reserving as they did 200 feet,
it would give them a large frontage
on the Richibucto river in conmnec-
tion with the railway terminals of
the Kent Northern Railway. I might
go on and call attention to other
portions of the evidence in which the
hon. gentleman has, I will not say
wilfully, Mr. Speaker, I would rather
be charitable, and I would say with
an ignorance of the duty which the
hoo. gentleman owes to the members
of this house to give them full in-
formation, tne hon. gentleman has
failed to dischacge that duty wkich,
{o the
of this house and Lo the

to.vote upon this motion of want of |people”of this country.

confidence in the government. Now 1
desire to say, first of all, that if any
hon. gentleman will take the trouble
tc read carefully the evidence which |
was given before the committee on |
public accounts he cannot help being
struck with the evident desire and
determination upon the part of the
hon. member for York to give this
house only a part of the case, and to
withhold epidence which was, and
which is of a most material character
I desire just for a moment to call at-
tention to one striking fact in  the
remarks of the hon. gentleman, which
afiord a key to his whole conduct in
the discussion of this question. The
hon. gentleman stated that when an
application was presented to my de-
partment by the Kent Northern Rail-
way Company in the month of May,
1908, for additional wharf accommo-
dation at Richibucto, immediately
on receipt of that request I sent an
order to the chiet engineer of the de-
partment that an examination and
report should be made without delay.
Those are the words of the hon. gen-
tleman, that ‘‘an examination and re-
port should be made without delay,”’

THE FACTS AGAINST CROCKET

Now what further? The hon gentle
man said that if so and so is th
case, if it is true that Mr. Murray
and Mr. Robertson came to Ottawa
and consulted with me with regar
to the purchase of this property the
the minister of public works will b
implicated as the originator of thi
transaction.. But, Sir, unfortunatel
for the hon. gertleman, there is n
such evidence as that; unfortunatel
for the position taken and the charg
es made by the hon. gentleman, ther
is no evidence that either Mr. Mur
ray or Mr. Robertson spoke to m
one single word with respect to thi
Richibucto wharf when they visite
Ottawa. On the contrary, there is th
sworn testimony of Mr. Murray, an
the hon. gentleman did not choose
to ask the committee to send for Mr.
Robertson. He may say that Mr.
Robertson is in a distant part of th
country, but if he had applied to the
committee the committee would nc
doubt have ordered his productio.
here as a witness, the same as th
committee ordered the production o

thus seeking to convey the m"pres'[every witness whose name was give

sion to this house that I lost not a
moment in having this report made,
that I was particular to give the un-
usual direction to the chief engineer
to have report made without delay.
Now, in order that there may be no
mistake in that regard I will call the
attention of the house to the lan-
guage of the hon. gentleman. It will
be found on page 7780 of the Han-
sard:

‘““No mention then of the report of
the 10th of March, what it seems to
me would necessarily have been cog-
wizant of the plans of Geo. W. Rob-
ertson and Thos.'O. Murray. On that
very day he issues an instruction to
the chief engineer to have a report
procured upon the matter of this let-
ter without delay.”

CROCKET’S MISREPRESENTA-
TION.

And the hon. gentleman emphasiz-
ef that. Now, when I call your at-
tention to the fact that the order
which I gave to the chief engineer
was the order which is usually given
the order which is almost universal-
ly given for making a report, simply
instructing the engineer to have an
examination and report made upon
the property, not using at all the
words ‘“‘without delay,’”” giving no
directions to the chief engineer as to
when he should have the report made
giving no directions that an unusual
hurry should be exercised, when you
find that the hon. gentleman has used
these words, supposing, I presume,
they would escape the notice of the
House, when they are not contained
in the order. I think you will be |
able to form gome idea of tne desire
which the hon. gentleman has had
with reference to the information
which he should give to this house
to enable the house to determine how
they should vote upon this question.
In addition to making that erroneous
statement, the hnon. gentleman all
through his remarks is careful only
to give a portion of the evidence that
was submitted to the committee. For
instance, I happen to have in mind
one striking fact. The hon. gentle-
man in referring to the negotiations
which had taken place ‘during the
present year with the Messrs. Loggie
for the purchase of this property, and
to the proposition submitted by my
department offering to them a por-
tion of the property, they declined,
he says that Mr. Loggie stated that
if we sold to him all the property
except 200 feet, it would entinely de-
feat the plan which the department
had in view for establishing termin-
al facilities at the port of Richibuec-
to. The hon. gentleman was careful
not to refer to a further part of Mr.
Loggie’s evidence in which, although
he said that he was acting on busi-
ness principles, not having regard
to the interest of the department,
but rather to the interest of his firm

to the chairman by my hon. friend
But Mr. Thomas Murray swore tha
when he and Mr. Robertson visited
Ottawa, the subject of the purchase
of this wharf was never mooted be-
tween himself and myself, or between
Mr. Robertson and myself in  hi

take the evidence of Mr. O’'Lear
than the evidence of Mr. Murray. Well

er

Mr. O’Leary canno: tell what took
place at Ottawa and Mr. Murra
would know whether he had a con-

versation with me or not, and wheth
er he received any advice or instruc-
tion or not, and Mr. Murray swore
positively that he had no conversa-
tion with me on the subject of the
purchase of this wharf property. An
if it were to become a question a
to who was telling the truth as t
what took place in Richibucto—in re-
gard to which I am in no way con
cerned, with regard to which the
chief engineer of my department is in
no way concerned—with regard to
which the deputy minister of my de
partment is in no way concerned—
but if I were called upon to deter
mine what has taken place in thi
case as to which of these two men
is entitled to the greatest cred
ence, I would say that I would in
finitely prefer—and the members o
this house have read the evidence
carefully would infinitely prefer—t
to give credence to the evidence of

Thomas O. Murray rather than t
the evidence of Mr. Richard and
O’Leary. And, I will tell you why

Mr. Richard O’Leary came here de
termined if he could to make out a
case against my department an
against me—I say that advisedly-
and he showed a willingness to swea

He went further and said; ‘“This pro-
perty is absolutely without value; I
beld it for years, it was of no value
to and I offered the whole peo-
perty to Mr, Waterbury, the agent of
the department, a few years ago for
the sum of $1,000.”’

If we had not the documents to dis-
prove Mr. O'Leary’s statement, w
would have been placed in this posi-
tion, that the department had bought
at a larger mrice a property which
a few years ago had been offered to
it for the sum of $1,000. In the face
of what I am going to tell this house
we cannot believe that Mr. O’Leary
had forgotten what had taken place
We cannot believe that he, having of-
fered only a small part of this pro-
perty for $1,000 was telling what he
believed to be true when he said that
he had offered the whole property fcr
$1,000.

But that was the statement he de
liberately made in the committee ev-
idently believing that the oficr had
not been put in writing, and that we
would not be able to produce any
documentary evidence to show that he
made a statement to the co:nuitte
which he knew to be nntrue. Afier
that statement was made, 1 sent for
Mr. Waterbury who is the superin-
tendent of buildings in New Brans-
wick for the department of public
works, a man who is very cari’ul in
the way Hhe looks after the bhusiness
of the government and asked him if
he had not some document to show
what had taken place between Lim
and Mr. O’Leary at that time.

AN IMPORTANT LETTER.

Although it was four or five years
ago, he was able to produce a
letter written by Mr. O’Leary at that
time. His evidence was that Mr. O’-
Leary having told him what he
would sell a portion of this property
for, he had asked Mr. O’Leary to put
the proposition in writing, and he
produced a letter containing Mr. O’-

me,

e

Leary’s proposition, which he eaid
was the only proposition Mr. O’-
Leary had made to him.
O’LEARY NAILED
He made a second offer of another

to anything which would tend to th
accomplishmeot of that end. Let me
show the house the grounds upon
which I make that statement. To be
gin with, Richard O'Leary swore
that I wrote him a letter in the fal
of 1908, which I did, and which
shall invite the attention of th
house to, as the hon. member (Mr
Crocket) has not chosen to do so.
Mr. O’Leary swore that he wrot
me a reply and he produced what pur-

had sent me.
DELIBERATE

the committee believe that he
was a confidential letter.
he came here before that

lieve that Mr. Murray represented

presence; and yet, although I affirm-
ed it to the committee, and although
he knew that a charge of that kind
would necessarily involve my honor
as & member of this house, as a
member of this government and as
minister of public works, the hon.
gentleman had not the manliness to
ask me whether I spoke of this wharf
transaction when these gentlemen
were in Ottawa. But, Mr. Speaker,
in face of his omitting to do what
every honorable man would feel it to
be his duty to do in the discharge of
the fair obligation which one man
owes to his fellowman, in face of his
neglecting to do that, in face of the
positive evidence of Mr. Murray tha
we said not one word with reference
to this wharf transaction when he
was in Ottawa, the hon. gentlema
asked this house to believe that Mr
Murray and Mr. Robertson came t
Ottawa and advised with me, to go
back and buy this wharf property for
$700 in the expectation that they
would sell it to the government for
the sum of $5,000.

RECKLESS AND VILLAINOUS

Sir, could a more heinous charge
be made against a public man thai
is imsinuated by the hon. gentlema
—did I say ‘‘made’’?—no; the hun
gentleman has not the courage 1
make a  charge like that upon th
floor of the house. He has been here
long enough to know that if he made
a charge of that kind and failed to
prove it he would be placing in jeop-
arrdy his seat in the honse, and ther
would be meted out to him the pun-
ishment which should be meted out
to every man who without good rea-
sons make a reckless and villainou
charge against a fellow member of
this parliament.

The hon. gentleman has not had
the courage to make a charge which
would involve upon him the serious
consequences which a member of thi
should suffer if he makes a charge
which he cannot substantiate. Now
Sir, I declare to this house that th
evidence of Mr. Murray is absolute’
true: that when he and Mr. Robert
son visited Ottawa the subject o
this Richibucto wharf was not men
tioned between us, was never referre
to in any conversation which we ha
while they were at Ottawa.

HOT SHOT FOR O’'LEARY.

The hon. gentleman (Mr. Corcket)
has not ventured to say that h
would question any statement
would make, but he says that he
would not believe the statement of

Mr. Murray, and that he would rath

himself as being an agent of the de
| partment. Fortunately, Mr. Speaker
ied from O’Leary, and I produced it
,‘nnd you will find it on page 46 of
| the evidence, but you will find

| presented that he was
agent of the department. That let
ter which I received is a letter en
tirely different in character from th
letter Mr. O’Leary said he sent t
me so far as that most importan
fact is -concerned. I say, Sir, that
that incident stamps Mr.
being a man upon whose evidence
what further is the position whic
Mr. O’Leary occupied as a witness?

lue not only of this property but o
all property in the town of Richibuc
to he went so far as to declare tha
the wharf property occupied by him-
self and which had cost him $1,580
was only worth $2,000. Before the
committee he pledged his solemn
oath that he was willing to take
$2,000 for that property. And, the
bon. member for York said: Oh,
could any one for a moment think h
moment think he was willing to sell
it for $2,000? Well, I would say pro-
bably not in the light of the other
testimony we had from Mr. O’Leary
But assuming that Mr. O’Leary was
a truthful man upon whose evidenc
reliance could be placed one had a
right to believe he would sell that
property for $2,000. Well, Messrs.
Loggie saw in the newspapers tha
he had made that sworn statement
before the committee and they being
willing, nay, they being anxious to
secure a good property at a low price
they at once telegraphed to Mr. Car-
vell asking him to offer Mr. O’'Leary,
if necessary, $2,500 for the pnoperty
which he swore he would sell for
$2,000.

WENT BACK ON HIS OATH

But when Mr. O'Leary found tha
there were people who were willing to
buy, he at once went back on hi
oath and said he was not willing to
sell the property for either $2,000 or
$2,5600. Mr. O’Leary, in order to in-
fluence the committee in respect to
the value of the property which th
department had bought, deliberately
swears that a property which the ev
idence showed to be well worth $8,-
000 is worth only some $2,000; and
yet although he had sworn he would
do so ,when a purchaser presents him
self, he would not consent to sell it
for that amount or even for §2,500.
What further have we as tending to

discredit the evidence of Mr. O'Leary?

| ported to be a copy of the reply he|

I cannot but think that Mr. O’-
Leary deliberately intended to make
had
sent a copy of that letter to me. It
He suppos-
ed I had not kept a copy of it, and
committee
intending to make the committee be-

I had the letter which I had receiv-

no
statement in it that Mr. Murray re-
actirg as,

O’Leary as

but little reliance can be placed. But

When seeking to depreciate thdbva-

small piece for $500, which was bas-
ed on a valuation of $10.000 for the
“entire property; and he made a third
‘.oﬁer of a smaller piece still, which
was based on a valuation of $20,000
for the entire property.

When we had on the stand a glib
1witness like Mr. O’Leary, who is one
of the strongest partisans in the
province of New Brunswick, and when
we found him deliberately swearing
that he had offered the whole of that
property to the government for the
paltry sum of $1,000, was it not a
fortunate thing that we were able to
face him with his own letter, in
which he made the proposition to sell
a small piece at the rate of $20,000
for the whole, a larger piece at
the rate of $10,000 for the whole, and
|a still larger and less valuable piece
at the rate of $3,000 for the whole;
Having been able to confront Mr.
O’Leary with this documentary evi-
dence, I repeat with all confidence
the statement I made a short time
ago, that I for one would infinitely
prefer to take the evidence of Mr.
Thomas O. Murray to the evidence of
Mr. Richard O’Leary. I think it is
important that Mr. Murray has
made this statement—and his evi-
| dence was in no way contradicted or
discredited—that no communication
either verbal or written ever took
place between him and myself before
the report was made upon this prop-
erty, and which was made in conse-
quence of an application submitted
to my department in the regular way.

Having made these preliminary ob-
servations, let me just state briefly
what took _place, so far as my de-
partment was concerned, and so far
as I as minister of public works was
concerned. Early in the spring of
1908 I was urged to purchase what
was known as the municipal wharf in
Richibucto. That matter had been
pending before my department for
some two or three years. After I be-
came minister, I freely confess, I be-
came impressed with the desirability
of doing what would be reasonably
necessary in order to give improve-
ments to the harbor of Richibucto,
as I had been daing in respect to a
great many harbors all over Canada.
It is part of my business as minister
of public works to encourage the
transportation interests of this coun-
try so far as they concern our rivers,
lakes and harbors. Therefore, I felt
it my duty to give respectful atten-
tion to the representations made to
me on behalf of the very important
town of Richibucto.

I decided to do there what I am
doing in all other parts of this coun-
try, that it, seeking to improve the
transportation facilities for the peo-
ple. Later on in the spring, in the
month of May, when it was urged up-
on me that this municipal wharf
which we were buying had only a
frontage of 150 feet, certainly not
exceeding 200 feet, and that the rail-
way track which was going down the
wharf was such that it would be nec-
essary to back a train down in order
to get a car near the edge of the
wharf, and that the end car would
necessarily be at right angles to the
face of the wharf, and knowing from
my experience in the city of St. John
and other places what a great incon-
venience a track so located would be,
so far as transferring freight from
the railway to the vessels, and from
the vessels to the railway, was con-

cerned, I made up my mind that it
would be desirable to have that
wharf extended so that the railway

track could be carried along the face
of the wharf and made parallel to the
vessels as they lay off the wharf.

(Continued on page three)
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A small thing
in its self

Used on the bath rcom floo

D. J. SHEA,

" RUBBER BATHMAT

It is a welcome
addition to the
Bathroom

Used in the bathtub it prevents serious accidents which
sometimes occur from slipping

r it protects the bathers feet

from contact with the cold floor when emerging
from the tub

Size 10 x 30 inches.

Price $2.00

CARLETON ST.
Fredericton, N.B.

0

e

—

su

=i seassensissess

to

LOOK US UP

McMURR

DEFINITION

When you don’t know or are not
re you consult some one who Does

Know, Some one who Is sure, don’t
you.
you look for information. Now
buying a Piano you want the Best
Value for your money. THE SECRET of

our success along these lines are due

In other words when in doubt
n

the fact that WE KNOW THE BEST.

Our experience covering a period

of over twenty-five years has taught us what are the Best Piaro on the

market. Namely the HEINTZMAN & Co., BELL, GOURLEY.
{WE EMPLOY NO AGENTS.

AY & CO.

THE PIANO PEOPLE

" NOTICE OF FORECLOSURE

To Albert E. Everett of the City
Fredericton in the County of York an
Province of New Brunswick, Hotel Keep
er, and all others whom it may in any
wise concerni—

NOTICE is hereby given that by vir
tue of a Power of sale contained in
certain Indenture of Mortgage bearing
date the twenty-sixth day of May in
the year of our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and ninety-nine, and made be-
tween the said Albert E. Everett, of
the One Part, and me, the undersigned
K. S. Ranney Murray of the City
Saint John in the City and County of

SaintJohn, Millman, of the Other Part
registered in York County Records in
Book J-5, pages 301, 302, 303, and 304;

there will for the purpose of satistying
the moneys secured by the said Inden
ture, default having been made in the
payment thereof, contrary to the Pro-
visions of the said Indenture, be sold at
Public Auction in front of the Post
Office in the City of Fredericton, on
Saturday the Twenty-eighth day of MAY
NEXT at the hour of twelve o’clock
Noon, the leasehold lands and premis
es described in the said Indenture of
Mortgage as follows,—All that certai
lot, piece or parcel of land situate, ly
ing and being in Block Number Seventee
in the Town Plat of Fredericton afore
said and comprising bounded as {fol-
lows:—'‘Beginning at the point of inter-
“’section of the South Western side of
«Brunswick Street with the North West
‘ern side of Westmorland Street in the
“City of Fredericton, thence from the
“‘said point Tunning South Westerly
“along the North Western side of West-
“morland Street aforesaid one hundred
““and thirteen (113) feet, thence at right
“‘angles North Westerly and parallel

«Brunswick Street aforesaid one hun
“dred and -sixty-four (164) feet thre
‘(3) inches, thence North Easterly

“right angles and parallel to Westmor
“land Street aforesaid one hundred an
“‘thirteen (113) feet to the South West-
‘‘ern side of Brunswick Street aforesaid

“and thence along the same South
“Fasterly one hundred and sixty-fou
«'(164) fect. three (3) inches to the plac

“‘of beginning, containing one rood and
‘‘twenty-seven perches more or less, an
“being part of Lots Number 263, 265 an
«267 in said Block Seventeen Town Pla
“‘of Fredericton (except as therein except
ed )"

Together with all and singular the
buildings and improvements thereon an
the privileges and appurtenances to th
said premises belonging, or in any wis
appertaining; together with the Inden-
ture of Lease relating to the same and
all benefit and advantages thereunder.
Dated tg}s thirty-first day of March A

D. 1910

(Signed) E. S. RANNEY MURRAY
Mortgagee. (@ SR S 1
A. J. GREGORY, ESQ.,
Solwc:lor wor Mortgagee.

AMUSEMENTS

Bijou

TO-DAY

PAT HARRINGTON
Eight year old
FAMOUS CHARACTER
SINGER IN COSTUME

—also—

A SELECTED LIST OF PICTURES

ADMISSION
Evening : 10c. to All
Afternoon : 6c. to Children

SHOWS
3 to 5 and 7:15 to 10
BE EARLY SURE

China’s population is supposed to
consist of some 400,000,000 souls, but
statistics compiled by the Pekin gov-
ernment show that the number of
habitations in the Empire is 27,000,-
000.

Women are never described as fools
but they make fools af men.

| tenderers that La Have River,

z

CLASSIFIED ADYS.

not exceeding one inch, one
insertion, 25 cents ; three in-
sertions, 60 cents ; one week
$1.00; one month $3.00.

0
Te—— |

{

WANTED

Wanted — A plain cook.
wages. Apply after 8 p. m. to
MISS GREGORY,
At Judge Gregory's,
Corner Church and George Sts.

Sood

BOYS WANTED—To sell
Mail. There’'s money in it.

the Daily

WANTED, to rent with option of
purchase, a small piece of land near
city for erection of summer camp.
Write ‘““Camp’’ care of Mail.—tf.

LOST
——LGST—Sunday, May 1st, Auto
179 £

Number Pad, No. N

please return to
WHITE GARAGE,
Queen Street.

HARD PINE LUMBER

License
Finder

suitable for Building, also for Posts

inches square.
Telephone 413
R. T. BAIRD

FOR SALE

One pure bred Holstean bull calf, 2
months old. For sale at reasonable
price. For particulars apply to
W. D. HAGERMAN,
Mouth Keswick.

_ATTENTION, HOUSEKEEPERS— :

If you want your Carpets Cleaned,
LET ME DO THE WORK for you.
have an Ideal Carpet Cleaner, the best
machine of its kind made. I will rent it
to you by the day or will operate it my-
self. Orders left at my home, Needham
street, will receive prompt attention.
Telephone No. 53--31.

J. DESAULNIERS.

2w.eod.

SPRING

Have you seen the robin,

Sitting in the tree,

In his song he's telling you,

To drop a line to me.

Your ceilings want whitewashing,
Your walls need paper too,

And now’s the time to have it done
So send your order through,

TO

R. J. WEAR

House and Church Painter aul
Decorator
Shore Street,
Fredericton, N. B.

Notice is hereby given to intending
Lunen-
N. S., has been added to the
places named in the advertisement of
the 9th instant, for dredging _in New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia. The tend-
ers for La Have River will be governed
by the same terms and be received un-
til Wednesday, May 4th, 1910, at 5.00

p. m.

Supplementary terms of tender giving
the required information can be had by
applying to the rndersizned.

By Order,
NAPOLEON TESSIER
8ecre

burg Co.,

tary.

Department of Public Works,
Ottawa, April 2rd,
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