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The evidence in the Lindseyv-Le Sueur
sult was concluded yesterday after
noon, Dr. 1o Sueur being the only wit-
ness for the defence. In his address| . h A
to the court, Mr. 1. 1 :m:nEE K.C, | E_in-the ming o defend-
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collection of papers.
“On that ground alone ™ Mr. Hail
muth declared, “I am entitled to suc
cead because the purpose of the con-
tract having faiied, defendant was not
entitled o use the information he had
derived from the wars, for any olher
purpose and panticularly for the pur-
pose of showing Mackenzie as a puller-
down of the Siate
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come to me and say: ‘You
collection of your father's mem-
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| ples of all this? /e have samples of
...um zie's sneers and abuse.”

e partisan statement,” “too
sirong,” "‘gross exaggerations” and “a
foolish phrase” were some of the
otheér commenis made by Dr. Le Sueur
on Dr. Hughes' manuscript.

: 1 weeeded Mr. Hellmuth, “I
would ask your Lordship to look at
the almost unholy glee with which
Df I Bueur seizes on that letter he
rel®rs to as a squelcher—a damning let-
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débafred from being a historian wm
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Continuing, Mr. Shepley stated that
Mr. Hellmuth's argument was foun
ed 3. an implication which left out of

be contemplaied con-
duct of the pariles in certain even-
tualitjes “Is it to bBe supposed,”
he asked, “that no matter how satis
factory the book might have b :
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