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The Fishery Award.

_ Mr.L.H.Davies is & singular eontroveryisl-
ist. A week ago he undertook to deplore our
‘intense ignorance ' as shown by some
' statements of fuct” made by the Rxami-
NER, and which he said were ** all untrue.”
In his letter, whieh we published on Satur-
day, he is compelled to admit that the most
unportant of our *‘ stateinents, ” viz , that
Sir William Whiteway had made a '-eps'
rate claim for Newfoundland, was correct,
and that he was himself inaccurate on a
point on which he had bhranded us with
"“intense ignorance.” Bus, nothing dis-
concerted, he blandly adds, *‘ This inac-
curacy, however, does not affect any of my
other statewents of fact,and rather adds to,
than detract from the strength of my argn-
ment.” In ouriunoeence, we have thought
that any advoeacy which derives add’. ional
strength frem inaccurscy, as to facts, is
scarcely deserving of the name of argument.
But we niay be told that this opinion is due
toour “intense ignorance.” Sericusly, hew
ever, we do not see much prespect of eon-
vinelng an opponent, who, as his ** facts’
are dewolished, plucks up a little more au-
dacity, and stoutly contends that his argu-
ment has grown stronger and sironger.

The uninitisted reader of the letter be-
fore us can scarcely eseape the conclusion
that ¥Mr. Davies 18 still in the service of the
Dowinion of Canada.  That the part per-
formed by him before the Commission,
was highly impreper, as well as prejndicial
to the interests of Prince Edward Island. is
plainly demeustrated by the fact that he
cannot offer any defence for himself with-
out adopting the same line of argument
with which the Dominion has opposgd our
separate claim. He admits that Prince
Edward Island, as well as Nowioundiand,
wus reparately mentioned in the Treaty of
Washington; that Prince Edward Islaud
ratified that Treaty when she was, like
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Newfoundland, a seperate colony; but le
adds :—

“There the analogy between us wnd
Newfoundland ceasad, beesuse instead of
remaining a ssparate colony, we enterad
Confederation on the lIst of July, 1873,
aud, therefore, becams and were a pars und
parcel of the Dominion.”

Now, we moss emphastically dissent frem
this view of the case. To admit that the
analogy beiween the cases of Prince Bdward
Island and Newfoundiand cessed be-
eause the former became a part of
the Dominien on the lst of July, 1873,

| means that by the terms of Union we ceded
|

to Canada the proceeds of the bargain we
had made ss & separate Provines. This
would be & cumplete renunclation of our
separate elsim. Can it be that ¥Mr. Davies
takes this ground, solely for the purpose of
shielding himself from just censure, fer
negleeting to urye onr separate elatm, not
oniy as our Attorney General, before the
Commission, and in the preparation of the
British ease, but also before the British
Government, previously te the meney being
paid ever to Canada !

Mr. Davies is again ‘‘ inaccorate” when
he says that ** Prince Edward laland was a
part of the Dominion, during the whole of
the time the Fishery articlsa were in opera-
tion.” By an Order ia Council, of this
Islapd, dated the 24th of Jualy, 1871,
American Citizens were admitted for that
season, to the liberty which it was proposed
to secare to them by the Treaty of Wash-
ingten. This libsrty was granted to Ame-
rican citizens, on condition that a refund
should be made by the Unitad States of
duties on Fish and Fish eil, exported to
that country. The Dominien of Canada
refused this cencession, and the American
Governwent made that refusal the pretext
for denying the 1efund, which they had

romised to make to our Merchants and
t‘i-herm-n. 1f the fact that Newfoundland
did pos ratify the Treaty until 1874 sup-
plied an argument, (as Mr. Davies says it

did)for keeping the claim of that Province

separate before the Commiesion, did not
the provisional effect, which our Gevern
ment gave to the Fishery Articles on the
24th of July 1871, furnish an equally valid
argument for prescuting a separate claim
for Prince Edward lsland !

The claim of Newfoundland is different
in many respects from that of the Do-
minior. The Ainericans enjoyed very ex-
tensive privileges on the Newfoundland
ceasts in terms of the Treaty of 1818, which
they did mot enjuy in any of the other
waters of British Ameriea. The rights se-
eured by Treaty te France, on these coasts,
lessened, to some extent, the vaine te the
Americaus, of the privileges conceded to
them by the Treaty of Washington. Cod,
the privcipal fish caught in Newfoundland
waters, by Americans, is taken for the most
part, in the open ses. The claim of New-
foundland, was different from that of the
Dowminion, maiuly beenuse it was weaker.

The claita of Prince Edward Jsland diflered | g
| Make the calves fat, and never allow them
| to lose the ealf fat ; you

from beth, and was stronger than either.
It was stronger in point of time, when the
Fishery Articles tock effect, and it was
stronger, because our inshore fisheries are
more valuable, and are used to a greater
extent, by Americans, thau these of the
Dowinion of Canada er Newfoundland,
Hence Prince Edward Islaud had much
strenger reasons than Newfoundland, for
keeping her case separzte before the Com-
wission.

Mr. Davies exhibits great dexterity in
evading questions, which we have asked bim
as plainly as our knowledge of the English
ianguage wiil adwit. We ask him, why
did he, while Atterney General of Piince
Kdward lsdand, sccept very larges fees frum
the Dominion of Cauada, as Counsel in a
case in whieh the imterests of Prince
Edward lsland, and those of the Dominion
were in direct confliet | He replies that he
would have beea ** a laugking stock” or *'a
natural borr idiot” to have raised the sepa
rate claim of Pince Edward Island before
ths Cemmission. Lews he iioagine that the
moat blind partisan in the eemmunity will
accept this as a satisfsctory amswer! As
counsel for the Deminion it was his duty to
see that the money was awarded to Canada,
and that no part of it, shovld be set au'dc. Sor
Prince Edward Island or any other Province.
But what was the duty ef the Aiterney
General of Prince Edward Island at this
junetnre 1 It was ln:h dl‘{. to have asked
for & hearing bef. @ ar tors in sup-
port of the separate elaim uf Prines Edward
Island, and afterwards te have applied to
the British Government for enr equitable
share of the Award, at the time when one
millien dellars were -gponionod to the
Colony of Newfoundiand.

It was clearly the intention of the Gov-
ernwent of this Island, when it gave effect
to the Treaty of Washington, that Prince
Edward Island, should be represented at
the Halifax Commission. In preof of this
we submit the feilewing extract from a des-
patch frem Gevernor Rebinson to the Earl
of Kimberley, dated the 25th of July,
1871 :—

“ [ may add that in the e;u%of thwﬂ
necessary to give effect to the Treat ng
rund gy \bc“b-(irhtnn of Privce ‘d'nd

sland, my Governmeni wi'l apply te your
Lordship for permission to scnd a representa-
tive to Halifax for the Klyo_u of confrrring
with the  Agent of the perial Goveramen$,

Charlotteté%

‘ whese appointment is provided for im the
cencluding paragraph of article 23, of the
| Treaty, and of urging upen Aim the claims of
| tAe Island to a just share, propertionate to the
| value of our Fisherica, of whatever com -
tion may be awarded, as an equivalent for the
privileges which the Colonies are a-ked to sur-
render.”

The italics are ours.  This extraet plain-
ly shows that it was the intentien of the
Pope Administration in 1871, to preseat
our separate claim to the Commission, and
indicates the great culpability of Mr.
Davies, in not carrying out that intentivn.
There can be no excuse for his delinquency
in this matter, unless he is indeed prepared
to urge that we ceded our claim to the
Dominion, whieh, as we have already said,
involves a complete surrender of onr claim,

In his great anxioty to keep this quastion
open for political purposes, Mr. Darview says,
that “* our claim has nothing at all in com-
mon with the claims made by the other
Maritime Provinces, and on which Parlia
went (has passed an opinien.” We have
already called attention to Mr. Davies’
statement, that the ‘‘ analogy between us
and Newfoundland ceased, because we
entered Confederation.” If this were true,
our case would have everything in common
with that of the other Maritime Previnces.
But it is not true. It is equally untrue that
no adverse opinion has been passed on our
claim by the Parliament of the Dominion,
Sir Jelin MeDonald's resolution, supported
by Mr. M:Kenaie, declaring that the portion
of the Fishery dward paid over to Canada
constitutionally, and of right belongs to the
Dominion of Cunada, 18 & distinet repudia-
tion of eur claim, and every other Provin-
cial claim. When Parliament solemnly

affirmed the principle that all the money
belonged to Canada, 1t made no exception of
the awount claimed by Prince Edward
Ialand. The whole must certainly include
its part. It is guite impossible that Mr
Davies does not understand this perfectly
well, and consequently his attempt to fasten
the whole odium on the Dominion Ministry
ineluding Mr. Pope, s very discreditable.

Does not Mr. Davies perceive that if
there are good reasons for presenting onr
claim to the House of Cuommons, apart
from the claims of the other Maritime Pro-
vinces, the same reasons suggest themselves
with wueh greater forece in favor of the
view that our ease should have been pre-

sented separately before the Commiasion?

The remarks of the Minister of Justice,
to which Mr. Davies refers, had reference
only to our elaim for the period interven-
ing betwesn the tima when we gave provi
sional effect to the Fishery articles, and the
date of our eutering Confederation. This
ie a elaim against the United Siates, net
against the Dominion of Cavada.

The Outlook for Farmers.

LETTER FROM B. E. WRIGHT, BsQ.

Tue following lstter frem B. E. Wright,
is well worth reading. Mr. Wright is one
of our best and mest enlightened farmers,
and his opinions deserve on that account
more thau ordinary consideration. The
wonderful progress made in Ontario in
stock-raising, and more particnlarly in
cheese making, should certainly arouse our
people to the importance of starting cheese
factories in this Previuce. Mr. Wright
knows whereof he affirms when he says
that our pastures are better thau those of
Ontario :—

““&1r,—These hard times are quite suffi-
cient to make the farmer consider what his
prospects are likely to be. Storms and blight
and destructive insects may in a great mea-
sure, destroy the cereal crops, as they have
often done in the past. Then, would it not
be well to look round and ascertain
WHAT IS GOING ON IN OTHER PLACES !

Two or three days travelling will take us to
where there are plenty of cheese factories
and creaweries, and fat stock being shipped
abroad. Canada, ¢aly twelve years since,
imported fifty thousand dollars’ werth of
cheese a year, but now she not only supplies
the heme demand, but exports £4,004,046
worth, and her export of butter and cheese
combined is 87,213,208, more than one half
the value of the export of wheat. Here
are facts that ought to

OPEN GUR REYES

if anything will. I cannot see anything to
hinder steek-raising and fattening animals,
to a eertain extent, being carried on here
in connection with cheess factories and
creameries. Our pastures are very much
better adapted for grazing purposes than
those of Canada, then why not avail our-
selves of our natural resources. There is
A FOOLISH PRACTICK,

I am afraid, among many, and although it
way appear but trifling, it is quite the
reverse, and will not facilitate the develop-
ment of the cattle trade. I allude to put-
ting calves on skim milk when they are
sbout two weeks old. That is something
like paying one dollar fer twenty-five cents.
They should always have new milk until
they are five or six weeks eld, and then it
shoald not be taken from them all at once
A little flax seed well beiled would be a
good substitute, with partly skim milk.

will then have
wasily kept animals. This rule will apply
good to all other kinds of atock. Thore
who make their pigs weigh three hundred
pounds and over at nine or ten monihs’ old
de not allow them o lese the grunter fat.
It would be presumption on mwy part te
attempt to threw ontany hints on pork
feeding, or to enlarge on the advantages of
this braneh of farwing. What ome has
accomplished others can do. It only
requires attention. If farmers would raise
Lalf an acre, more or less, of some kind of
erop, such as
YODDER CORN,
for soiliug purposes, and keep the zattle in
the yard a portien of the time and feed
them, a large yuantity of manure could be
accumulated. The farmer should net re-
quire to be reminded that the wanure heap
is the farmer’s Bank. When agrieulture
and the fisheries become developed, there
need be no trouble mticirtcd in respect to
conveyance to market. In the meantime a
subsidy will be required. The Dominien
Government
DESER\ES CREDIT
for having allowed a sufficient sum a3 an
indueement fer a steamer to make regular
trips the hing season, and it is ne
uol:o thuwmnublo 10 hope that the same
Government will be gemerous and do a
t deal for us in similar and other ways.

ad yve remained out of Cenfederation eur
share of the Fishery Award was eertain.
However, there is no use trying to make
polisieal capital vut of what cannot now be
:l(rd. t we have lost we must try

make up in other ways. There is no

alternative, ard let us be enceuarged with
the recollection that if we had remained eut
of Confederation we weuld have had in a
measure to pled along in the dark, and
wouid nos have had the opportunity of
competing and keeping pace with the times.
1 will have a little more to say en this very
important subject, viz: What kind of farm-
ing is likely to turu out the most profitable.

Thanking you fer your valuable space, 1
remain, yours, etc.

Baxsamix E. Wriont.”

- . - o—

A no; boet and shoe . 8ix storeys
high, and costing nearly $25,000, is abeyt
© beerected in treal.

n, Prince Edward Island, Friday, Ap: i1 90,

Barking up the Wrong Tree.

Taz editor of the Pairiof is evidently
having aslap at Mr. L. H. Davies—over

the shoulders of onr Dominion rep:
Followers but Unfaithful Servants.”
make his article read in this way :—** We

man can serve two masters, and it is evi-
dent to every one that when Mr. Davies
accepted s retainer from the Hon. Alex.
Mackenzie, he became the servant of the
Dominion Governmwens. He could not obey
the orders of his masters and serve the
interests of Prinee Edward Island, whers
those orders amd interests clashed. The
mandate was issued, that in order to earn
his fee, he wmust be silent about the claims
of P. K. Island before the Fishery Commis-
sion. He was plainly told that silence on
that point was what was wanted, and to
govern himself accordingly. He knew that
the inshore fisheries belunged to the people
of P. E. Island, and that their right to
themn had been freely acknowledged by the
Imperial Government time and again. Mr.
Davies knew all this well, but he did not
hesitate a moment. Although he was Prime
Minister and Attorney Geuneral of P. K.
island, he had taken the fee, and the Prime
Minister ¢ the Deminion had the first
elaim oun his allegiance. Asaclever lawyer,
and the Island’s Attorney General, he had
the apporturity of pleading our case before
the Fishery Commission.
time receiving ¥1600 a year as salary of
Attorney General, from the people of P. E.
Island, and he was in honor bound to look
after their wuterests. But never was the
Island interests treated with such gross
neglect or so shamefully given away.
It is plain that Mr. Davies pre-
ferred his prospects aud his party
to his duty te the people whom he should,
but didn’t, represent. Knowing that the
Island bad peculiar claims to romunom
for the loas of eur Fisheries, he s
have gone before the Commission untram-
welled by a fee from the Dominion Gov-
ernment, to plead our case with all the
ability he possessed. If he had done his
duty at the time, 16 is mere than probable
that our share of the Award wouid never
have gons into the cyffers of the Dominion
Geovernment, but would have been handed
to us the same as Newfoundland's share
was handed to them.”

1f the editor of the Patriot was really in
earnest when asecusing the Conservative
members for neglect of duty in the Domin-
ion Parliament, he was certainly barking
np the wrong tree. But we rather think
that his yelp at the Conservative members
was only a blind, and that 1t was intended
as a hint that he knew exactly where to
tind the right coen smd ceuld *‘ fetch ” him
at any momens.

The ‘“Journal” and Mr.
Letter.

Davies’

Tur Summerside Journal of Thursday’s
date, eontains an article extending over
nearly three columns, upon Mr. L. H.
Davies' letter, ané our subsequent remiarks
thereupon. We have read, and re-read it
earefully, and we acknowledge ourselves
beaten, cowpletely vanquished, and entirely
unable to reply. Perhaps, after such a
eonfession of editorial iucompetence on our
part, it would be presumptive, nay imperti-
pent, to ask to make any suggestion to this
literary Gamaliel, at whose feet we have
never been privilsged to sit.  Bat we take
the liberty of hinting to him that, in future,
he endeaver to acquaint himself with facts,
dates and circumstances, befere he wastes
the ‘“ midmght oil ” in ** evolving from his
inner conseiousness’ such an effusion as
graced (1) the editorial columns of yes-
terday’s Journal. He may have ‘‘ personal
knowledge ” and elose intinacy with promi-
nent Fenians in New York, (vide local eol-
umn of Jowrnal), but his kunowledge of
Dominion polities, and of the proceedings of
Parliament, is sadiy deficient.

STABBING AND ATTENPTED ROBBERY. —A
Prince Edward Islander, Géorge H. Stock-
well, was found in a terrible condition near
tha Intercolonial Railway Statien this mor-
ning. He bhad been in a row on the Marsh

freely used. He states that he was set up-
on by three men whom he did not know,
and that in the scuffle which ensnad he was
brutally kicked and beaten. His appear-
ance, as he walked down Dock street this
afternoon, pretty well agreed with his state-
ment, his face and neck being cut and
bruised in several places. He refused to
apply to the police for the arrest of the
guilty parties, which caused those he har-
rangued at the corner of Dock and Uuion
streets this afternoon to express the belief
that he brought his conditior. on himseif.
He was a lumberman ; had just been paid
off by a wan named Harris Morris, his em-
pleyer ; had about $6C about his person
when he came ot the I.C. R. train last
night. Since then he has managed to dis-
pose of most of the money. He states that
his assailants intended to rob him, and did
succeed in getting $17. The man’s story
sounds very curieus, and it is altogether
likely he received his injuries in & row with
» sompanion— Lane, of Grand Lake —whom
he adwits was with him *‘ en the spree”
last night.

We elip the foregoing from the StJohn
News. We ofaim to have rather an exten-
eive acquaintance with the inhabitants of
this Prevince, vet we do not know of any
family of *‘ Stockwell ” resident thereon.
Several times lately, in the police reports
ot St. John and Halifax, have we observed
the names of prisoners arraigned before the
courts, hailing from this ** Garden of the
Guif.” We have been unable, in any case,
to identify them as belenging to the Island,
and we protest, in the name of our wide-
spread cliaracter as a law-abiding peeple,
againet our land being made the scape-
goat in the mat‘er of the naticnality of the
atheists and other hard tickets whom these
larger cities cannot find rcem for. We
wish it distinetly understeod thatim the
winter season the erossing is too perilous,
aud the rates too high, fer our most
respectable tramps to wander so far. But
under any circurustanees, the ease referred
to is a libel on the fair fame of our Island,
and we will have none of it.

— -

Sarxs or3rocks. —Mr. Dodd seldon Friday,
the following Stocks.

“Yousc AumoxTtk ’—Mr. Rodk. McIsaac,
of China Point, toek heme, Friday, this fin
eung blead herse, of the ** Almonte " stock.
{'o-ng Almonte has splendid action, and has
roved himself a first rate sire. We congratu-
ate Mr. Mclsaac on his enterprise ia pur-
chasing such a herse, and we trust that both
he, and the community in which he resides,
will profit largely by the services of Young
Almonte.

CouxTRRFEIT BiLL. — A counterfeit five del-
lar bill on the Union Bank of P. E. 1., was
recsived at the} Savings Bauk last Friday,
from Monoton, but ptly detected by Mr.
Foley, and retu:

tives—in his article entitled ‘‘ Faithful
will be noticed, very slight changes would |

have good warrant for knowing that no|

Road Iast evening, wherein the knife was |

To the Kditer of the Examiner.

Sik,—Your correspondent * Layman ' is
eorrect in stating that the British Agent, in
the case submitted by him te the Arbitrators,
although he clasimed a grows sum on behalf of
Great Britian, did also sub-divide that grose
sum, and asked so much for the privileges
conceded in respeet of tbs coleuy of New-
foundland, and so much for those of the
Dominion. In wmy previous letter I was in-
accurate on this point, and I hasten to con-
firm ** Layman’s” correction. This inaceur-
acy, however, does not affect any of my other
statements of fact, and rather adds to, than
detracts from, the strength of my argument.
Although 1 am satistied both you and your
correspondent are fully aware that no claim
sould possibly have been made in the British
caso espeeially for this lsland, apart from the
rest of the Deminion, still the persistence
with whiech you have reiterated your state-
ment, justities me in again recalliug the
facta.

Newfoundland had a special claina deyoted
[ to her in the Treaty of Washington, aud
was not mentiened in conjumction with
Canada or this Island. As I showed in my
previous letter, there was nothiug at all in
common between the two claimsof Newfound-
land and the Dominion, and as a conse-

He was at the | quence, they were entirely divided by the |

| British Agent in presenting his case; and as
| “Layman” has reminded me, aspecial sum
| claied for the privileges comceded by each.
| Newfoundland was s separate colony at the
| time the Treaty was signed. Her Lenslature
| ratified the Treaty, and thereby submitted |
| to the arbitration, and she has remained a |
| separate colony to this day. {
The Dominion never had or claimed any
more right to the moucy awarded by reason
of the concassions made to the Americaus by
"Ne‘fnu.rlhn-‘, than that ecolomy did to the |
| money awarded by reason of the concessions
| made by the Dominion. No one ever thought
} of disputing their several rights, and although
| the arbitrators had nothing to do with them,
| but awarded a sum in gross, the Aygent of
Great Britan aflcrvur(f- divided that sum
between them.
Now P. E. Island was also a separate
Colony, separately mentioned in the Treaty of
Washington, apart from the Dominion. Our
Legislature, when we were separate, ratified
the Treaty as far as the Island was concerned,
and submitted to the arbitration.
There the analogy bstween us and New-
foundland ceased, because instead of remain-
ing a separate Colony, we entered Coufedera-
tion on the Istof July, 1873, and thereafter
became, and were a part aud parcel of the
Dominion. Now it 8o happers that the Ist of
July, 1873, the day we entered Confederation,
was the day fixed by the President of the
United States as that on which the Fishery
articles of the Treaty should ceme formally
into operation, se far as the Dominion of
Canada was concerned.
Newfoundland did not adopt the Treaty till
the following year 1874, and the articles did
mot go into operation, so far as she was con-
cerned, until June, 1874
P. E. laland, therefore, was a part of the
Deminion during the whole time the Fishery
articles were in operation. Whether she had,
or had not, surrendered up to the Dominion
her rights to her share of the moneys to be
awarded, was a question that the Fishery
Commission were not concerned withia the
remotest degres. It was purely a local one,
hetween the Island and the Dominien.
The British Agent found P. E. Island, a
part cf the Dominion from the first day the
Fishery articles came 1nto force, and to ask
him to separate her from the rest of the
Dominien, and present a separate claim on
her behalf is therefore absurd on its face.
He very properly treated her as a pertion of
the Dominion, with which she had thrown in
her lot, and left the division of the Award
to be determined by the parties interested,
according to the terms of the arramgzement
made between tiem. For me, in the year 1877
to assume that the Dominion (rovernment in-
tended not %0 keep faith with the Island, and
then formally to submit that assemption to the
British Agent, and to the Miniater of Marine
and Fisheries, and seriously to ask that it be
formally adopted by Great Britain, in the case
submitted by ber to the arbitrators, would
certainly stamp me as a patural born idiet
Ovr slaim could not be presented separately
and apart from the rest of the Dominion, be
cause we had become a part and parcel of that
Dominien on the very day the Fishery Arti-
cles eame into force ; but although that is the
case, the justness of the elaim agyainst the
Dominion 18 not the leass weakened. The
question is not a very complicated one. We
had certain rights in our fisheries before Con-
federation. Great DPritain acknowledged
those rights, and, in au International Treaty,
asked us to ratify the submission to arbitra-
tors, of the value of the cencession of a share
of those rights te American fishermen. We
did s0 by legislation, when a separate colony.
We agreed to share those rights with Ameri-
can fishermen for a limited peried, and left
the value of the concession for subsequenmt
adjudication by the arbitrators.
We then entered Confederatiom, and the
question is. did we agree with Canada te sur-
render te her our share of thesv moveys? , The |.
articles of agreement are ferthcoming, ,and if
uny claim can be found in them which ex-
pressly, or by reasonable implication, assigns
over our share of the memeys, we of course
must submit. If the contrary is the case, we
should have our clsim recogmized. It is
purely a question between the Dominion and
ourselves, and, as will be seen, has nothing at
all in eomamon with the claims made by the
other Maritime Provineces, and on which Par-
liament has passed an opinion.
The Minister of Juatice, in his place in Par-
liament, while repudiating the claim of the
other Maritime Provinces, acknowledged that
ours was different and deserved consideration,
and yet our representatives have never deemed
it worthy of being brought forward ia the
C for di i Your centention,
therefore, that those bers of Parli t
who voted against the elaim senbmitted, on
behalf of the Maritime Previnces generally,
alse repudiated our speeial claim, isnot eer-
rect. The only mem of Parliament who
decided against us are the Government led by
Sir John, and including Mr. J. C. Pope. The
Minister of Justice, subsequently to dividing
against us, partially recanted, asd acknew
ledged that there was more in the elaim than
he at first imagined, and I yet indulge the
hepe that our representatives will not be
unsuceessful, if they have the courage, man-
fully and boldly, to submit eur claim on its
basis to the House of Commons, and ciaim
there a vote in support of it. If we lese there,
then it will be time enough to eonsider of tle
expediency of resorting te the courts of law.
Yours truly,
L. H. Davizs.

How It Was Done.

per $100. | To the Edior of the Mzaminer.

5 "“"‘" Gas ?}’ S“?‘k' (°°““‘°")- @ 78.00| gyn _Ttis simply painful to refiset on
35 i ok & 1 @ 75.00 | 41, disgraceful manner in which eur case,
it o “ . (p'f.' ) g :g;'gg in rega-d to tl‘zlo‘hl‘i;hny Award, has been

“ > rninsl = - rough the faithlessness of a man in

B e g:'i:nré“"k hrl.‘:l L % lll:)z whom oir veople have put their trust. In
10 *° Moerchant’s i!nk. PEL @ 91.00 | his letter to the ExamiNzr, which was pub-
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lished last week, Mr. L. H. Davies denied
that he i by the Deminion at
s i id that he was appointed
'ord, the British Agent,

is appeintment was made some
ten montha before he became Attor-

ney General. He added that “Sir William

Whiteway, who represented Neowfoundland,
did net keep tlI;o claim of that colony
separate. The Briti~h Agent presented
the case of Great Bri‘sin as s whole, and
made his claim for an award as a whole,

and not so much for the Dominion and so

much for Newfoundland.”

T'am sorry to say that every statement| worked up to a presentable form.
to which I have referred is lacking in | Sydney Smith said, ** It is not ability we

the essential element—truth.

Mr. Davies was retained b,

{ |
| ‘EOtttapmlOtllCt. iion and during tLe year ending the 30th
| e ———= | of June, received out of the Treasury eof
£ We do not hoid ourselves responsible for | the Dominion the sum of &600, for ** re-
ta. | the statements or opiniona of our correspondents. | tainer and brief” (see Public Aceounts) in
B S e e the Fishery matter. In the year ending
As | Another Letter from Mr. Davies. | the 30th of June, 1878, he received from

the Deminion the further sum of $6,400,
| a8 “‘counsel fees’—in all $7,000.

The larger payment was made while he
was Attorney General. During nearly the
same period Mr. L. H. Davies was paid the
sum of $4,018.97, as Attorney General of
this Island, while a further sum of $2,029,-
51 was paid to the Hon. John Longworth,
Messrs. Palmer and McLeod, and Frederick
Peters as Counsel, in doing work which
Mr. Davies should have done as Attorney
General.

In consideration of this $7,000, Mr.
Davies worked for the Dominion. He says
that he ‘‘ assisted in compiling and finally
settling the British care,” and adds ‘‘in
presenting her case to the arbitrators, Great
Britain divided into parts: Part I related
to thie Dominien, Part Il to Newfoundland.
If as he says, he assisted in compiling and
finally settling the British case, why did he
not, as your vigorous corresponden. ‘‘ A
Layman” has pointed out, see that the
question so far as it related to Prince
Edward Island, should be Part I1I of the
British Case! The only answer is that
Mr. Davies was employed and paid by the
Dominion Government, that he was their
servant, and, as he admits himself, if he
had urged our separate claim, he wonld

be dismissed as nnfit for the position.” |
Your correspondent, ‘“ A Laymwan,” is
wrong in one particular. Mr. Whiteway
was not before the Commission on * pre-
cisely the same footing as Mr. Darvies.”
Sir Wm. Whiteway did not accept a retain-
er from the Dominion.  Although fie be-
came ‘‘Connsel for Great PBritain” he did
not accept Canada gold, and was, conse-
quently, free to take the course which “ A
Layman ” points out that he did take, viz.,
‘* to confine himself to that branch of the
enquiry which had refeence to Newfound-
land.” The result was, that Newfoundland
reeeived one million dillars as her share,
while Prince Edward Itland, with a strong-
er elaim, was betrayed, and received
nothing. OQur Attorney General actually
‘“ assisted,” according to his own statement,
‘“in compiling and finally settling a case”
which ignored our separate claim, while it
recognised that of Newfoancland. He now
endeavors to cover up his delinquency by
denouncing our representatives in Parlia
ment for not being able to compel Canada
to disgorge the money which he assisted to
lock up 1n the Dominien Treasury. We
read of onme who, having betrayed his
Master with a kiss for thirty pieces of sil-

ver, was afterwards seized with re-
morse &nd committed a very rash
act. Had Judas Iscariot been a

man like Mr. L. H. Davies, he might have
taken the silver, and given the kiss, bus he
would immediately afterwards have branded
the eleven Apostles as cowards,because they
did not assaylt Pontius Pilate on his judg-
ment uah nd¥denounce them as ‘‘in-
capables,’ use they could not eause an
instant resurrection.
4 AxorHER Layman.
—amo
The Safer Course,
To the Editor of the Examiner :
The discussion to which Mr. Davies’
letter has given rise, has not been lost upon
the Patriot. Instead of answering the Ex-
AMINER, or ‘‘ Layman,” the organ of the
Opposition has adopted the safer course of
abusing our representatives at Ottawa. In
tting his finger on the lip of the Patriot,
r. Davies should net bave forgotten the
Summerside Journal. The ponderous editor
of that paper tells a cock and a bull story
of Sir John McDonald introducing “‘ seven
resolutions ”’ in the Commons, to be “‘ de-
bated upon.” He says that these *‘seven
resolutions” were favorable to the Island’s
getting the meney ; that Mr. Mackenzie
and Sir John held a ““pow wow” on these
‘‘seven resolutions” ; that if somebody had
net moved an adjournment, and somebody
else an amendment, and if Sir John hiw-
self had not moved another amendment,
we would bave carried our point, and the
willion and a quarter would have been
ours. The inference to be drawn from
the Jowrnal's mwnarrative, is that Mr.
Mackenzie got bewildered by the ‘‘seven
resolutions,” and the ‘‘amendments,
and the ‘‘amencments to the amendments,”
and the motions of adjournment that were
made, and voted against the Island’s claim
by mistake. If all these motions and
counter motions were made in the manner
in which the Ediior of the Journal says
they were, it would not be much wonder
that even canny Mr. Mackenzie should
have become sorely perplexed. But as
these ‘‘ seven resolutions” were never
nmoved by 8ir John, neither in 1880 nor any
other year, the faithful ergan grinder
will have to seek out some other explana-
tion for Mr. Mackenzie's vote—that ‘‘ the
portion of the Fishery Award paid over to
Canada constitutionally and of 1ight belongs
to the Dominion of Caneda.”

TAXPAYER.
e e
To the Edior of the Examiner.
Sir,—A wonderful genius presides over
the Semmerside Journal On the princi-
ple that *‘ fools rush in where angele fear
to tread,” Mr. Joseph Fletcher Brenman
bresks the ominous silemee preduced by
your conclusive reply to the very imprn-
dent leiter of Mr. L. H. Davies, in regard
to the extraordinary part played by him
before the Halifax Commission. The
Journal says :—
‘It will be noticed that Mr, Davies repu-
diated the adverse vote taken in the House of
Cemmens on the moraing of the Sth of Apnl,
1880, on Sir Johm's amendment to Mr.
Richey's amendment te the 7th resclution of
Sir John Macdenald, as a vote which decided
that Prince Edward Island was not entitled
to her share (§1,250,000) of the Fishery Award
paid by the United States to Great grihin."
The above extract would suit

ad-
mirably ‘“ The House that Jack built.”

The writer speaks of the ‘‘ 7th reselution
of Sir John Macdonald.” What does he
mean ! A further perusal of the article
shows tha: the Edifer attributes the serics
of resclutions moved on the 22nd of March,
1880, by Mr. McDonnell, of Cape Breton,
to Sir John Macdonald, and then labers.in
a column and & half of execrable English,
to show that Mr. Mackenzie did net
know what he was voting for, when
he supported the motion that, ‘¢ that
portien of the Award paid over to Canoda
eonstitutionally and of right belongs to the
Dominion of Canada.”

Even the Journal has no defenee to offer
for Mr. Davies’ conduct in taking fees from
both Prinee Edward Island, and the Domi-
nion, at the time this question was pending
before the Halifax Commission. Mr.
Davies' case is so bad, that evem Joseph
Fletcher Brennan is not, in a literary or
political semss, ‘‘ poor enough to do him
reverence.”’

Quiz.

Ch’town, April 22, 1381,

——————
Now ideas are like the century

?lut,
they blessom once in a hundred

ears’; but

not se much tho new idea as thefold idea
As

the Domwin- |

‘“not only be a laughing stock, but would | the gtcre.

But its style is not the worst part of is. |

at the same time, what the world wants ia,
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F1RE INVESTIGATION.

Frioay, April 22

Yesterday, at the Btipendiary -
strate’s Court, an investigation was
by the Firewardens,into the cause of the fire
at Mr. E. W. Swith’s Boot Store, Quesn
Streat, on Wednesday night. Chief Engi-
neer Large presided,and L. H. Davies,Esq.,
Q. C., was present on behalf of Mr. Smith
and Hon. Neil McLeod on behaif of the
Insurance Companies.

Ewrs MoGreGor, Sergeant cf Police,
was the first witness examined. He de-
seribed the discovery of the fire- and said
that when he first upened the shop door,the
fire could ouly have been burming s short
time. it arose from the floor behind the
rear eounter, and spread rapidly along the
shelves at the son side of the store.
The tire was & good distance from the stove,
aud the smoke ap to cee from
Kercsene Oil. I carried the box of shavings
from the burning building to the Police
Station, and laid it on the floor there. A
quantity of water and oil ran out of i
They separated ; I got & quantity of the
oil, and applying a match, 1t burned. I am
positive the fire i the store did not ongi-
nate from the stove. It arcae from a box
in rear of the counter.

Jamms PersrEs, (a boy in the employ of
Mr. Smith) was sext examined. He said

he left the burned shop Hetween 9 and 10
I o’clock on the night of the fire. There were
| twogboxes behind the counter in the rear of
These were tilled with shavings.
Thste was no kerosene ¢n these shavings
when | left, nor did I smell any keroscus
off the boxes. Mrs. Stevens (sister-in-law
of Mr. Swith), was in churge of the shop,
when I left at this time, there was but littie
fire in the stove, which is abont ten feet
from the rear counter. Mr. Smith left the
city by train on Wednesday afternvon. [
fastened the outside back door before I left.
There was a cask contzining & quantity of
kercsene, in the porch in rear of the stere,
I drew some kerusene out of it in the fore-
noon, sud am positive I shut the tap after-
wards. Brs. Stevens did not say anything
to me about the investigation, further than
I would have to take my oath, and tell the
truth.
Joux Scorr, book-keeper of W. D.
Stewart, Esq., (sworn)..—A few minutes
t twelve, | was i down Queen

treet with John Offer and George Snel-
grove. Offer remarked that he smelled
kerosene. I then heard a neise in the shop
as if & man was walking over a pile of boots,
and also, smelling the kerosene, I walked up
to the door and looked in, but eould see
nothing. Locking again, we saw a blaze,
and called & watchman. On  his arrival
I weut into  Mr. Stewart’s stere to see if
everything was right there.
Mgs. Myra Srxruess, (sworn). —I1 lefs
the burned shop a little before eleven on
the right of the ire Not mueh fire in the
stove then. A pile of boxes stood between
the stove and the end counter. There were
shavings in boxes in the shop, but I do not
know where they were. A keroreme cask
in the porch eoutained about four gallons
of oil. The boxes of shavings were not
saturated with kerosene during the day. If
they were 1 would know it. No one went
out of the back door from the time the boy
locked it. Tne shop was painted; and the
painters finished painting the counter last
evening, between six and seven. They did
not pant the rear of the store yet. When
we left the store, I locked the door and put
the key in Miss Jennings’ pocket. We did
not leave a Iamp burning, nor were there
any quantity of boots removed from the
branch to the corner store during the day.
[She deseribed the position of ths lamps in
the shop, showing them to be safe.] Was
te the fire that night A fireman who came
to the house told us of the fire, and I went
down.
Joux Orvr (sworn).—Described the
discovery of the fire and, on the departure
of Sergeant MoGregor to give the alarm, he
heard a racket up stairs siwilar to the one
heard by himself and John Seott down
stairs previous to their seeing the first blaze.
He believed there was some one in the
building then. No one went into the
building owing to the thickness and stench
of the smoke.
Ricaarp Borcmex (sworn).— Was in bed
when he heard the alarm of fire. On
passing Queen Square on his way to the
burning building, he met & lady whom he
thought was Mrs. Smith or her sister.
Had not the fire been in their stere, he
said, he would not have spoken of the cir-
cumstance.
Parrick Traivor, Watchman, (sworn), -~
Desecribed the discovery of the fire, and
said: -When I broke in | ¢ould see nething
but a glimmering light. Had there been
buckets eonvenient, we might have extia-
guished it. On closing the door, and re-
opening it, I could see the blaze getting
larger, and hear the wood cracking. 1 then
ran te the Silsby Engine house, and when
I came back, and looked in a third time, I
could see plainly where the fire origiuated.
It 2ppeared to be burning most at the

| eentre of the counter, in rear of the shop.
It them spread don{ ll.ho shelves, and

burned brightly, and
beat.

The investigatien adjourned till 2 o'clock
on Friday.

eft to go on my

Sarvrpay, April 23
THE investigation iuto the esuse of the
fire in E. W, Smith’s Boot Btere, was con-
tinued by the Fire Department, at the Bti-
pendiary Magistrate’s Court-room yester-
day, Chief KEngineer Large presiding.
Messrs. Davies and Peters were present on
behalf of Mr. Smith, and Hon. Neil Me-
Leod and Charles Palmer,Esq., on behalf of
the Insuranee Companies.
Miss. Beexis JesNiNes, a clerk in the
employ of Mr. Smith, was the first witness
examined. She testified :—1 left the store
on the night of the fire with Mrs. Stephens.
The porch door at the rear was securely
closed, and Mrs. Stephens lecked the door
with the door-lock (1) and padiock (2), and
put tke keys in my poeket. It was nearly
elevem o'clock at the time ; we were h\»
| late dressing the front windows. While
there, we removed the lamps to the counter,
for the purpose of cleauing the fixings.
Seme of the lamps were on the eounter
when we left, but neme were burning. There
were shavimgs in the shep, but I eannot tell
where the bexes which eentsined them
were. These shavings I swept off the shep
floer on Good Friday, and placed in
two bexes, but I could net tell where these
boxes were on the night of the fire. When
I swept them up, they were nut saturated
with kerosene. There were several
of boots ou the floor, between tho stove and
the rear counter. 1 cannot say whether
or not the boxes of shavings were smong
these boxea. The cask in the porch, eon-
tained a small quantity of kerosene, and it
was safe when we shut the .nside back doe:.
The keys which Mrs. Stephens putinuy
pocket, after locking the store, ] could nes
find the next morning ; neither seuld I find
the day sales,which were also in my pocket,
| amounting to from b0 te 70 dellars. [Wite
| ness here exhibited the ulster which she
wore, and shewed the pecket, which eon-
tained the keys. It was very doep.] My
ulater, on arriving home, I put on my bed,
and went down into the kitchen, and made
tea, and gave a cup to Mrs. Smith, We
retired at half-past eleven o'clock. Mre.
Smith was in bed sick at the time. The

want nowadays, but adaptability.”

bell rung twice before we were dressed te




