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one word to clear np the affair ; and, then
ag9iD in tbe Asaemblf, Motrat's allasion to

you, making 'you tbe scnpe goat for the

alleged Bias ot McKullar & Co, was, in my
oplai >n, a very cowardly act. To toll you
the truth, Lewio, 1 am disgusted with the

leaders ot our ymty.
Kver since I have had the honor of year

acquaintance I have looked upon you as one

of the most z mious workers in the Beform
party, and witbout fee or reward.

The Tory party say that our party acted a

me%n and cowardly part towards you when
theie was no necessity for it, and I Intend to

tell McKolIar so when I me?t him. 1 don't

think he is tae right man in the right place
;

tor a man that will desert a friend when be
can't help himself, is jxot worthy of the place

he fills.

I expect to often hear of the matter, as it

will be brought up by the Tories, to taunt

oar party with their meanness towards you,

I remain, mv Dear Lewis,
Touts truly,

John Sic Cotton.

SuiTHViLLB, nth April, 1874.

Mt Dba.b J. W. Lawis : I embrace this

oppoitunity of stating to you that I feel

much annoyed at tbe proceeding of tho Com-
mittee of the Proton affair, for it is quite

evident that a great injastice has baen done
to you, and through you a blow was aimed
at the Reform parry.

It will require much olearor evidence than
anything I nave y»t se^B to shake my con-

fidence in your integrity whom I have known
for a period of some thirty-five years. I

must say I am not satisfied with Mr. M.owat's

course in the matter, and the proceedings of

the Committee appear to be all on one sida.

I will try and see you when I am in St.

Catkariaea again.

,i I remain,
;,' ? ; rebpectfuUy youra,

• S. ,> ,t..---- A. M0B«IB.

Mr. MoKiiLiiAH replied to a letter of Mr.

MoOALLnM'a of the 20th March, 1873, under

date of April 9th oi the same year, us fol<

lowBj '--;.;-';'; A >-i;'"'

««Mr. MowAT was not familiar with the

whole case when he referred to Lswii in bis

speech at Woodstock or hi would not have
mide tbe reference he did; he is the last

man to wrong or wound the feelint^s of any
one. Lbwij is an hon^ist and zealous man."

Why did not Mr, MoE^bll&r rise aad put

Mr. MowAT right when he madi) that speech,

for he was present and addressed the same

xaeeting? And why did he rot advise Mr.

MowAT of his error ^hen that gentlemiD

proposed his resolation of censure in tbe

Honse ? Where was his manliness then ?

Immediately below Is the evidence of Mr.

DoDD, one of the supporters of alt. LAroBS,

and one >f his chief orators in the South

Grey election, a3 it was given before the

Committee of the House. Tbis gentleman

accompanied the writer from May's Hotel to

the meeting at Pate's, and after the meeting

both the write/ and Mr. Dodd returned to*

gather to May's Hotel, and remained together

till twelve or one o'clock at night, and Mr.

Dodd mast therefore have heard all the

writer said duriag the whole time they were

in company.

Mr Lacdbs then proceeded to call wit-
nessee

.

Edw^ard K. noDD3, of Toronto,—Met Mr.
Lewis at Dundalk, on the town line of Pro-
ton, at the late eleoLion

;
witnesd had heard

t^at Mr Nixon had c&iied <% meeting, and
went therB to hear him ; heard Mr, Lewis
say he had come there especially to put i,he

lard question properly before the people, be
said tbe present Governmeut would give the

land queetioa a consideration favourable to

the electors ; did not hear him say he had
seen any one ; understood him to mean that

he had ttft authority of Mr. MuKellar or Mr
Blake, but he did not say he had seen either

of them ; thought a cbange took place in

the feeling of the people after Mr. Lewis got
there.

By Mr. Pahobb—Witness was ap there

canvassing for Mr Louder.

M ', Pardebi—You understood Mr. Lewis to

say that it woald be more to their interest to

have the present Government than frhej late

Government,
Witness—Yes-
Mr. Laodbr—Well, bat-
Mr, Pardbo— tiold on, Mr. Lander. We

won't have ibis interruptions.

The Chaibman—Wait till tbe committee
get through.

By Mr. Lh^vis—WitneBs accompanied Mr.
Law'^ afterwards to May's hjtel ; did not see

any books produced.

Ij not the foregoing mass of evidence

which migbt be multi(,lied ten'^old, were it

uecessarv, q<iit:e sufficient to convince every

unprrj'idiced mind in this country that the

writer (J, W. Lewis,) is entirely innocent oj

every charge brought against him In connec

tion with the South Grey election 7 And
d >e8 it not show how unwise, how unjost,

arud how uiitfuthful vrm the speech of Mr.

Mowat at Wooilstook ? And does it not

sliow stiii farther ttvat that while the Qor»
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