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also an interesting summary of the proceedings 
in the Gnibord case, now become u cause c? libre ; 
and the number concludes with q chronicle of re­
cent English, "American and Canadian decisions. 
Altogether, the Jleruc promises cxtfcmely well, 
and the names of the conduvtow, and the con­
tributors obtained thus far, are a guarantee that 
it will be worthy of its projectors. Arrangements 
are in progress to sec are the co-operation of the 
best legal ability in Ontario afpl the Maritime 
Provinces. We are told that the April number 
will contain an article èpon the bowers and disa­
bilities of the High OominUsi'i* now sitting at 
Washington.

a-» 1 ' ?»-------

gnfiutnntt.
OEO. WYLL1E KJMSrSVHE LONDON 

AND LIVERPOOL ANDt GLOBE 1NSV 
RANCE COMPANY. ! ,

In June 1670 <ieorge O. Wyllie effected an 
insurance in the Liverpool and London and Globe 
Insurance Comjiauy, to the ext** of $4,000 on 
whisker, 184 barrels in bond, and 63 barrels duty 
paid, all contained in a store Ionise in the village 
of Fetpus—the former in the basement apd the 
latter in the first story. A firqj occurred in the 
building early on Monday, the :22nd of August, 
which partially destroyed it, together with a por­
tion of its contents. About 61 barrels were saved 
from the bonded store. The Insured furnished 
the Company with a statement which he swore to— 
showing of the U3 barrels duty paid whiskey 19 
only had been sold between the 23rd June and 
28th July inclusive, and claiming for the value of 
the remainder, less the 61 barrels saved.

In an issue of 13th January last, in alluding to 
this case, we mentioned the fact, that a charge of 
perjury had been laid against Wyllie—that the 
charge had been examined intd by Mr. George 
Elliott, J. P., and that Wylliej had been com­
mitted for trial at the next assizes. We are in- 
formed that Wyllie was admitted to bail in$l,000.

The policy contained the following clause, “loss 
if any, payable to Wm. lioliefUon.” ffiirae- 
dlately after Wyllie's committal»—the Company 
having declined to pay the choira, Robertson 
commenced a suit in Wyllie's nmne. The case' 
was tried at the late assizes, at Guelph, before 
Mr. Justice Hagerty, and occupied nearly two 
days, Some fifty witnesses gave their evidemy.

It is impossible to give a fair summary of the 
statements sworu to l*y the different witnessed in 
a limited space ; but the Judges charge to the 
jury will pretty well indicate the facts in this Very 
complicated case.

The following is Judge Ilsgartp's charge :
QeiUhmrn of tike Jury,—As tiw counsel for the 

plaintiff in this case has told yon very correctly, 
Mr. Robertson is not responsible for what the 
plaintiff, Wyllie, may have done in defrauding 
the Government of its revenue by swearing to 
false returns, nor is he moral |jr responsible for 
any false swearing which Wyllie may have been 
guilty of in snpjiort of this claim against the In­
surance Company ; but, unfortunately for himself, 
Mr. Robertson "is legally responsible, so far as 
the amount of this claim is caticeniid, for any 
false swearing which Wyllie may have been guilty 
of in support of the claim against the Company. 
Wyllie was acting m some ,scu»e ns Robert son b 
trustée, the whiskey haying l>e« a insured for the 

1 alter s benefit, he having Advanced money to 
Wyllie ; and one of the comjititua of the policy 
very properly is, that if afi improper claim is 
rendered, the whole claim nrcopat vitiated. It 
does not matter who gave I thd evidence upon 
which the claim is founded^ if the evidence is 
false ; and if there is an attempt to defraud these

defendants the claim is vitiated. Now, the ques­
tion to be < ecided is. Has there been an attempt 
to commit rand t 1 need scarcely tell you that 
we have no hing to do with Wyllie's antecedents 
in this case or with his false returns to the Gov­
ernment, m admitted by himself, except so farts 
these facts effect the credibility of his testimony. 
But I must also tell yon that this Company had a 
perfect right to dispute this claim under the cir­
cumstances. The distillery was closed, no more 
liquor was being manufactured there, and yet tfce 
proprietor of the distillery was selling whiskey all 
about the country to different jetties, and it was 
therefore op wonder that the Company became 
suspicions. 1 have known very few instances in 
which n-sjA'table comjmnies have disputed claims 
upon frivolous pretexts, and I never knew a case 
where there were better grounds, in the first in­
stance, for a thorough investigation than this. 
The time which we hare spent here upon this 
case has been well spent ; and taking Wyllie’s 
very frank statement concerting his dishonest 
dealings with the Government—this franknehs 
being the si igle commendable feature in his con­
duct—1 mu it say that a more sickening detail pt 
disgusting 1 localities was never more unblnshingly 
told in a wi BOSS box ; and I hope, without any 
reference td this esse, that some means of con- 
dignly punishing' such conduct will be found. I 
do hope and believe the arm of the law is not so 
weak as to be unable to reach and punish such a 
man.

There appears to hare been two separate "lots 
of Whiskey ftored in these premises which were 
destroyed by fire. They were under one roof ; 
that in the npiier story, which is called the store­
house, being duty paid, and that in the lower or 
cellar part of the building, called the bonded ware­
house, being in lnrod, owing duty to the*Govern­
ment, and being under the cliaroe of Government 
officers. There is no proof of abstraction from 
the warehouse, the question being about the 
whiskey stored above. There were sixty-three 
barrels of whiskey upstairs in the storehouse, duty 
paid, and Robertson, being a large creditor of 
Wyllie's, the whiskey was insured for his benefit 
Tire Company do not dispute the quantity in the 
place u|*on toe 14th of June, when the lolivy was 
effected ; that is granted ; but the real pinch of 
the case is, that the defendants allege that be­
tween the 14th of June and the time of the tire 
there were more lwrrrls of whiskey removed than 
the nineteen which the plaintiff-accounted for to 
them. If: Wyllie’s affidavit in support of his 
claim agnigist the Company has so fsr differed 
from nuujl of his previous oaths as to be true, 
then the verdict mn.st be for the plaintiff ; but if 
hit affidavit is like his affidavits to the returns to 
Government, false, theft the verdict must be for 
the defendants. Rolwrtson testifies thar he visit­
ed the premises on the Friday liefore the fire, and 
found, by Tactual count, that the full number 
of barrels, minus the nineteen accounted for, were 
there. If this is true, it disposes of the previous 
evidence, mid narrows the case down to the ques­
tion as to whether there were any barrels taken 
away duriiag the time which elapsed between bis 
visit on Friday and the occurrence of the fire, 
early on Monday morning. If Robertson's testi­
mony is to be accepted, it clean away a good deal 
of the previous joints, and narrows the case down 
to this issup. Now, 1 will tint endeavor to bring 
out, for yoer benefit, the leading fact* of the testi­
mony. Simpson sweanthat he and his teamster, 
Wilkie, took away six barrels, and that, accord­
ing to his judgment, there could not have Iwen 
more then nineteen or twenty barrels remaining. 
This was on the 2nd of August. If Simjwon took 
these six barrels, Wyllie's testimony is false, 
for he sticks most emphatically to the statement 
that the luit sale which he made was on the 28th 
of July. A great deal has been said about Simp­
son by tie counsel on both sides, lion. J. H. 
Cameron j inducing his letter to Forbes, end con­
tending tl*t the man who wrote that letter was 
unworthy fcf credence. It has also been said that

Simpson had an interest in sustaining the case of 
the defendants, as he thereby hoped to escape 
from his responsibility to the Government as 
Wyllie's security. On the other hand, the Hon. 
M. C. Cameron has told yon that Simpson wrote 
wh.it he believed to be the truth. 1 consider it, 
st least, to have been a very reckless way of talk­
ing. But does Simpson stand unsupported in his 
testimony ! Wilkie was in Simrsun’s emjdoy- 
ment, and corroborate* the latter s statement as 
to haring removed the six barrels on the 1st or 
2nd of August. Watt admits having received 
whiskey upon that date, but there ia a discrepancy 
as to the hour. In this ease it is most singular 
that the witnesses differ aliout almost everything. 
Wilkie say* that he delivered the whiskey to 
Watt after six o'clock in the evening, and Watt 
says be received it in the afternoon just after din­
ner. But the question is as to the main fact, 
which is the date. The testimony of these wit­
nesses doss not conflict ujwn this point, and if 
that testimony is true, it ia evident that there was 
liquor sold odtt of that storehouse after the 28th of 
July. Dalxell told ns yesterday that shortly be­
fore the fire, he drew five barrels of whiskey from 
the storehouse ; but this morning he came back 
to correct himself, by saying that he had made a 
mistake, as he had drawn it from the distillery. 
Unless he is an excessively stupid man, his cor­
rection is open to auspicidh. This 1 will, of 
course, leave you to consider. Gotind tells ns of 
different lots of whiskey which he drew to different 
J«rties, and the plaintiff’s theory is that ^hese 
were part of the nineteen barrel»sold and account­
ed for up to the 28th of July. Go land also mys 
that Simjwon offered him, or jiroraised, $2,000 to 
testify against the plaintiff ; but Simpson says 
this is a lie. Murdoch Smith says that oa the 
Friday before the fire he saw Donald Smith s 
team backed up against the storehouse, with bar­
rels in the waggon. This was tbs nriuwton was* 
which Donald Smith's team was lwetowed ; but 
the boy McQuarry, who sew the team borrowed, 
say* it was Saturday night Anderson sew whis­
key loaded at the storehouse on the 17th August 
and Armstrong saw a team at the store bo nee, with 
barrels, the Saturday night before the fire. Against 
all this we have Wyllie’s testimony that nothing 
was taken away after the 28th July, and Robert­
son’s statement of having counted the barrels on 
Friday, though if any were removed on Friday or 
Saturday night, it would, of course, be subsequent 
to the counting by Robert sou. Wyllie"» conver­
sation with Mr. Gordon, as reported by the latter, 
cencerning the j>m|«o«-d removal of the whiskey, 
is, denied Y.v Wyllie ; his reply to dete<*ivr Smith, 
wlirui he knew'to be 1 detective, to the effect that 
he had made sway with the whiskey, is such an 
imjmibeVie-looking affair, that it must be regard­
ed only as s jest Now the case -is narrowed 
down to this : The defendants allege that after 
the 14th of June, there waa removed a quantity 
of whiskey not accounted for in the return of 
nineteen barrels, while, according to Wyllie and 
Robertson, no liquor, except those nineteen bar­
rels, was sold up to the 28th July, after which 
none was sold or removed. Other witnesses swear 
that liquor was removed juvrious to the fire, dur­
ing the month of August. The case turn» npon 
the question of fraud or faffie swearing in the 
affidavit made liy Wyllie in Support of the claim 
against the Insurance Company. Altogether, the 
revelations in regard to this business are most de­
plorable. Whiskey U doing great evil all over 
the country, occasioning all aorta of crime ; but 
in this instance it appear* to have degraded men 
very low, making them perjure themselves in 
„nler to gain advantage over the Cor. rament. 
The Government takes every jrevsutioa to pre­
vent these frauds, and yet this caae reveal, a 
frightful tissue of frauds. The attempt was made 
elsewhere to jiut down the liquor traffic altogether, 
hut it was a question if even that did not produce 
more perjury and fraud than the taxing at it for 
revenue j-urpoera. One of the strange fmtunrs of 
this cue# is that the defrn. tints endeavor to make


