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give l'e any mnoney, for I had determined
te take whAt inoncy I could getndtk
another note. WThile the note was stili on
the table, nmy attention was drawn to the
door. I rose from the table on which the
notc was placed, and on whieh I had been
leaning with my elbow, for the purpose of
shutting the door. When I had closed the
(loor, I remarked that the prisoner had
moved nearer the note in my absence. Hie
thien took it up and told me hoe was going
te settie it. Hie titen began to tear it Up,
and wlicn lie lad torn it,' lie put the pieces
inte his mouth and chewed them. I was so
astonished at this that I didn't know how
to act, but my second thouglit was to let
lte prisoner escape, as I miglit have ne
evidence against him; but at Iast the con-
sideration of thc amnount outwcighed every-
thing cisc. I thon went to thc oilce of Mr.
Bcdwell, thc lawyer, whidh is in the samne
buildingr with my own, and toid him of the
circumstances, 1)ut neither of ns strove to
Itinder thc prisoner fromn dhewing the note.
1 tlion loft the prisoner in the custody of Mr.
Bedwell and went down stairs to look for a
policeman. llaving found one, the prisoner
ivas rcmovcd to the station. Thc officiais,
there secined te laugli at me ratIer than'to,
pity me. When at the police office I want-
cd thc prisoner to take an emetic, but lie
would not comply, saying lie was net sick,
but in good health, (Laugîter.) I swear
that thc only paper on thc table in my
office was titis note, and that 1 have neyer
seen it since the prisoner put it in his mouth.
About two heurs after the prisoner hacL been
lodged in thc police station, I got thc note
protestcd. Thc note was in nmy possession
from thc time I purchased it te thc tinte it
was destroyed."1

There is a little obscurity in the report
from which, the above is condensed as to
the tisse the note caine into Mr. Malo's
possession, but thiî is'of minor import-,
ance. On cross exainination, Maie said:
ho thought ho paid about $500 for theý
note, but was very doubtful about the'
aiount. le kept no books for his busi-ý.
nese.

Mr. Bedwcll was cailed to corroborate:
MValo's stateinent. ilisevidence amount-,
cd to this-That he was in his office at'
lte turne, and heard a great outcry. llav-
ing opened bis office door, bu saw Malo
standing in the passage~, and heard him
cry, -«Mr. Bedweil, thc prisener bas stolon
[Dy note fer $5,600."1 Bedwell halving9
entercd Malo's office, noticcd that thc
prisoner appeared to bo chowing and try-

ing to swallow something, which. ho ap-
parently succeeded in doing. The pris-
oner seeined anxious Wo get away. Maie
said, "hob bas eaten my note and has it
in bis belly." Bedweil beard the prisoner
protest that ho owed Malo notbing.

Somne of the persons whose naines were
on the note, statedth'at they had endorsed
notes for the prisoner, and some of theni
had sueli perfect confidence in hlm, and
found hlm so punctual in bis payments,
that they endorsed for hlm without tak-
ing any interest.

The trial being continued on the I5tb
April, a number of witnesses were called
for the defence, the object bing mainly
to establish that the prisoner bad enjoyed
a 11gb character for bonesty and integrity,
while the accuser was known Wo be a bard
muan who endeavored to extort as much as
possible from, bis debtors. Dr. Davignon
stated ho had often rernarked that when
Dr. Sabourin was excited ho appeared to
be xnaking attenipte to chew or swallow
soniething. This peculiarity was corro-
borated by other witnessos, several of
whorn, moreover, swore that they would
not believe Maie on oath. There was
also evidence of the improbability of Dr.
Sabourin requiring the Joan of so large a
sum of money.

In rebuttal, the Crown called several
witnessos who, whilo adoeitting that Malo
passed for a bard man and a shaver,
nevertheless were of opinion tbat ho was
to be belleved on oath.

Jiidge Aylwin, in reviewing the evid-
ence, cemmnented witb sorno severity upen
the unfavourable charactor attached to
the private presecutor, and expresseéd the
opinion that bis -stateinent could not; be
credited in the face of the evidence ad-
duoed by the defence. A verdict of Not
Guilty was thon found by the Jury with-
out retiring froni the box, a verdict which
was received with applause in the Court.
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Judgment was rendered in twenty.two
cases, and of the tweflty-two judgments
of the Court beIow :-9 were confirrned;
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