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Ques. 736. Have you any knowledge that 3'r. Brown “recorded faiqely the
“evidence of witnesses cxamined before the said Commission 7—Ans. [ had
‘particnlarly good means of jndging how Mr. Brown discharged his duties as
Commissioner and Secretary, because I kept no notes myself but directed my best
‘attention to the conduct of Mr. Brown, and to the general progress of the examina-
tions. [ have no knowledge of Mr. Brown cver recording any evidence wiich had
not been distinetly given by the witnesses in suceession, and which evidence
_was regularly read over io, © ud approved by each witness before signature, and
"that, of course I feel pmfcmv setisfied, that no curtailment, extension, oralterations
of any deposition, eitier was nade, or could have been made, wnhuat my know-
ledge. and that oi the other Commissioners.,

Ques. 737, Have you any knowledge that Mr. Brown ¢altered the written
“testimony of witnesses after their ev idence was closed and subscribed >’—Ans.
I have none.

Ques. 738. Have you any knowledge that Mr. Brown ¢ suborned convicts
¢ {o commit peijury ?’—Auns. T have nono.

Ques. 739. Have you any knowledge that Mr. Brown ¢ obtained the paxdon
« of murderers confined to the Penitentiary, to induce them to give false evidence?”
—Ans, Certainly not.

Ques. 740. Did the Comiissioncrs on assembling at Kingston, carefolly
consider the course they should pursue, in conducting Their inquiries ; did they
communicate their iniended course to Mr. Warden Smiil: and Mr. Hopkirk, and
‘¢id these gentiemen declare themselves ¢ highly satisfied ’— Ans. When the
commission was opened at Kingston, it became immediately evident that the
investigation would reet with every epposition on the part of the Warden,
which he could with safety bring to bear. It was at first a'terapted to give the
inquiry a go-bye, but it was soon found the inquiry would be a se'lrchm'r one,
though conducted with all due delicacy and {feeling ‘towards the Warden ; a
sttem of inquiry was agreed upon by the Commissioners, which was communi-
cated to, and met with the approval of the Warden and his friends.

Ques. 741. Was the course thus adopted, strictly followed by the” Commis-

_ sioners ?—Ans. It'was.

Ques. 742. Did the Commissioners hold preliminary corversitions with a
number of gentlemen residing in Kingston, inclading several former Inspectérs
of the Penitentiary, in reo"lrd to the axleoed abuses in the Institution >—Aps,

They did.

Ques. 743. Did the Cominissioners, on the informaticn of these geﬂthmen,

--and the written docnments placed in their hands by Governmen:, proceed to

.

examine under oath such parties as they were led to believe, cognizant from
personal knowledge of the-actaal condition of the Penitentiary ?—Ans. They did.

Ques. 744. Did the Commissioners extraet from the evidence of the pa.mea
so examined, such portions as scemed to affect the character or conduet of ghy
officer, and serve a writien copy thereof upon him for.cxplanation?—Ans. They
- did. :

Ques. 745. Were these estracts. of evxd nce. carefuily’ concmered by the
Comrmsswners, and minute instructions given 10 the Secretary. as to the pnmons
of testimony to be extracted, or was the se]ncuon left to the Secretary’s disere-

. tion >—Ans, They were 1coula.1) considered and apploved by all.the, (‘ommls-

- sioners.

Ques. 746. Were such extracls transmmed to. 1\11'. Helny Srmth Warden,
.. Dr. § ampson, physxclan, and Mr, Francis W. Sm*th,ka'chen keéper,” aud on his
demandmg jt, were copies of statements in which higname uwldcmqll) oécurred
furmshed to. Mo, Hopklrk one of ihe, Ins,pec;oj.s,——-An:},, Yes, L

~Ques.747. . Was _it. not, amange& ‘between - the . (:ognmxssmnex‘% a1 (T “fhe
Wardcn before e commeneed his defence t‘xa‘. «Wihe ‘Secret’a:r) Rﬁ'n(g‘mn 'zd‘out
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