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as " in part " corrohorating the witni-ý Bradfield is of the
înot jconclusive ehiaracter; t1ii witn&s -Huniter-was a
cleriiiployed by Bradflcld, anid bli, \lîole ý1ory is that on

onle occaision hie saw the wililos iiranii ît iii 0 tor- ialk-

inig to the younger Bradfield, ali that hoi aftrwrdýweit
iiio tlic office thcrc witlh die cier Il(dfel . i a~qitîe

unable Io tell wlhen, any nmore than ho thouhtii- i \,l,

Mfr. Graai lcft," as of courise, it mnust have beeon , if it evoer
oure.Another thling wichl seois to nie tu hia\uwige

quite too iïmuch with thie triali Judge is that hIel note 1 1ilie--

tion %vas obtaiîîed betoie theo note of wlieh il. xa ee

caie due, and at a tiîne shortly before, Graliî as omoxe

fr-oiin the nîanagership there to nîanager(i-ýhip at soîne other

place; but the rcw note upon its faceý, asý we-Ll as tue ý(te'dîony

of thie witniess Grabain, inakes the reasoii for thiat qitie plain.

'l'le irmi namne hall heen changed, ostensibl at ailI e\,,nts the

concern had ceased tu lho a t'o-partilerslîiip firî ail hall bc-

corne an îincorporated coîîîpanv R. IL. rdih & C~o..

Lîixnted-and if se, a note signed iii Iwit ine w ouicreàte

nïo pe oa liabuility on the pairt of thiletilla, 'l'lie

manamger naturally wanted the( sainle seuiv ihlie bail

on thel old ilotes the security of t1w bu>siness and olf tlie de-

fendant porsoiially; anti that hoe could (onyhv, if a coi-

paynow olwned the business, in a note iio whlich, thie -oiinpan
and the defendanltc were partiesý. Ilencýe flue niew note; buît

thle trial Jitdge seeins to hiave ignored tiese tings-. and found

suspicion in a transaction that would( hiave been useleqiz except

for thiemi. I cai, find no ground of aykinid for suspIicionl in
thaât transaction.

Vhen upon what evidence eau th. fiing-ý oif kolde

miental ineapacîty bie supporte(l? Notlingý, that0 1 eau filnd

ext tat the two muen were near negiornf (,11 an-

othier: perhaps evidence e-nough-I if the ima's ineapaity1 was

iniilable; but surely of no) grieat wegtwIen a mlanl of

the experience and capabulity of Di,. ILamîiltoni, of on l,

testifles against any mental diseuse, anddi cieste iI

ais being, shortly hefore the trial, a 111;1n very' wel rsre

for bis years; and a man who idi)iittidlv -was oigabu

as if capable of taking care of bimself - and dloiîîg some busi-

niess including tie waiver of protest of a noo.
It should bie ohseivedl, too, that even the itesBradfiell

does not assert that the witness Grahiarn wals ever informed

1)y him, or by anyone else, of the defendant's incapacity. Let

Mo read his own words.-
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