
Minutes of Trial of Carleton Contested Electioll.

APPENDIX objection made to him, nor what calh he took. Vitness (on
r--^-e recollectioni) says thai le (%'Keta) vas objected ta on suspicion

of his liviing no deed. Dues not recollect tlatt itis voter stated
that lie had no deei.

183. Williani Wilson voted for Mr. Pinhey ; ho votei on the
20th lot in the 11ith Concession of Iluntley. l1s vote was objectei
to, lie is sworn ; but witness does not recollect whiat outih lie
took, nr tie nature of the objection made to his vote.

184. Timotly Forest voted for Mr. Pinhey, on the twenty-
first lot in1 tht eleveiithl concession ofi lluitley. lis vote was Ob-
jected to. liIvis sworil.

339. Alexander M eMillan voted for Nr. Pinhey, on the seventh
lot in the inihli concession of Fitzrov. Ilis vote was objected to.
le was sworni. lie votei on a U. E. Itight purciasei, and the
Land in Fraser's nane. The voter aîdmitted tihis, and it was taken
down ; he (the voier) did not pretend tiat lie hield any Decid for
the Lantid. Vitness doces not recollect the oath wiich was adni-
nistered to MeMlillan. Ile was objected to by Mr. Lyon.

271. James Mantle voted for Mr, Pinhoy, on the tweiity-
sevenili lot, tenth concession of Iluntley. Ilis vote is objected
to. le was sworn. lie ditd not say that he hia a Deed.

94. 1artin Manian voted for Mr. Pinhey, on the thirteenth
lot, in the ninth cnncession of Iliuntley. Ie iwas sworn; but no
objeution irked. .Witniess does not renember tiiat any objection
vas mitiade. Witness put downI "sworn" fter some names, ofI vhiich

greater doubt existed as to eiliir having titles, tihan to others; also
the lot, concession, and ton lslhip.

170. John Lewis voted for Mr. Pinhy, on the tenth lot, in
the fouirtli concession of March-no objection put down.

254. John Lindsav voted for Mr. Pinlhey, on the cighth lot,
fourti concession of Pakeiliani.

294. Iungh Moore voted for Mr. Piuhey, on the fifth lot, eiglhth
concession ofI fluntley.

305. William Gardiner votei for Mr. Pinliey, on the lot J,
concession A Nepean.

307. John Gardiner voted for Mr. Pinhey, on lot N, conces-
sion A Nepeani.

309. Nicholas Brannan voted for Mr. Pinhey, on second lot,

bfinumesf Trialfourth concession of March. Objectei on account of lis wife's
ofCarleton E1c titie. Vitness does not exactly recollect the title.

320. John King votei for Mr. Pinhey, on the fourteenth lot,
in the sixth concession of the Township of Fitz Roy.

376. Williaim Lucas voted for Mr. Pinhiey, on lot number one,
in the fourthi concession, Township of luntley.

197. John Wielan voted for Mr. Pinhey, on lot B, concession
G, Townîship Nepeai.

379. Thomas Lay voted for Mr. Pinhey, on the seventli lot,
in the twelfti concession, Townshiip iof lluntlcy. lie vas objected
to by Mr. Lyon, on the groind of his beinig one of IMr. Robinsoin's
settlers-he did not state that lie had a Deed. Witiiess does Dot
recollect if ttis voter was asked if ho had a Deed.

The boo or mnemnorandun kept by Wituess, was here deliver-
ed to the Clerk of thel louse.

Mr. Samson, seconded by Mr. Berczy, maes that the further
coisideration of the trial of the Contested Election for the County
of Carleton, be deferred until twelve o'clock to-morrow.

Ordered.

TuOasDÂT, 3rd JANInyXf, 1833.

Agreeably to the order of the daÿ, the trial of the Carleton
contested election was resuied.t

The Speaker directed the Counsel on the behalf of the Peti-
tioners t proceed.

The Counsel attended, and calledti pon James Jolhnson (a
witness) wlio 'tated, that lis residence was at Bytowii; that lie left

his home mun Friday mnorning last, knîons Henry Edwards, late Re-

turniug Officer for the coLunty of Carlieon; saw him(Mr. Edwards)
the evening befuo h'e (the wirness) lft homne, at the Union Bridge,

hviiere a tavern vas fornerly kcpt by Mr. Firth, iin thits Provice.

Witness asked thte Returning Officer if lie was going to Yorkri, and
vas anîsvered tltat lie was going to gaol; he thouglt witness asked

Ir Edwards, (the Returiniig Oflicer) if the Deputy Serjeant at

Arms were tiew, whio apswered ihaît hie was inside, at Mr. Firths:

> witness vent in aud saw aî person whoi lie recognised to b0 the

sanie whicih lie iad seen before coning out oft Ricltnaîîd, on his

vay ta March, on ti seventeenth December, about eleven o'clock

in the morniig. There vas no aLoter man m the roo on his en-

tering, thian the person he took to ho the Deputy Serjeant at Arns:

he wore spectacles. Witiess attended court ut Perth, fromta the

eighteetnth December tili Saturday the twenty-second. of thc ,sanie

month, and returned ta Bytown. The distance between those
laces ,isfiftytlròe miles.After returning toBytown and;%vaiting

uiti Wedn'esday, ho r c'to Celoinel' Loyd's, audlthere siw Mr.

Keatin~g (ihDepty Serjeantutmis> îirugh'avindow, Co

loiel Lliyd's ihouse. Tbè next day, Tlurtdáxfe saMr Ed-
wiris (du Rctdiing Ofler) at li. Firibs,. whoansked ii (the
witness) a lhe tlioui tthe Hlouse vould be prorogoued wiiess

answered that lhe hnght about uhe~ tenthJantary. Mr. Ed ards

11, ýe0~

stated. thatl he was thon going to Bytown, which (witness says) is APPENDI
out of the direct route to York. When witness first saw the Depu. -
ty Serjeant at Armis goinig fron Richmond ta March, the roads were
perfectly goôd ; there was gond sleighing, and the roads remained
in that state until witness left ßytown on Friday:-between the
seventeentli of December and Friday there lnd been no heavy fall
of snlow to prevent the roads being Uavelled. , Witness could not
teIl positively how long a tine it would take to convey a lettor
fromn Bytownî or Richmo"i to York-his own lotters had been
about eight days on tie way. Witness did not think that the Do-
puty Serjdant at Armis and Returning Officer, would comle ta York
before the close of the Session. 'Witness was a supporter of Mr.
Lyon, and is a Petitioner against Mr. Pinhey's Return.

Mr. Attorney Genera!, seconded by Mr. Crooks, moves.that
the testimony of James Johnston, ona of the retitioncrs, bo ex-
punged.

On which the House divided.-Yeas 5-Nays 29.

Anthony Philip again called by the Counsel for Petitioners,
who states that

310. Patrick Nelligan voted for Mr. Pinhey upon land in
Hluntley. The particular property not noted on witness' book.
Witness suinined up the nunbers on both sides, which were,-for
Mr. Pinhey, tiree hundred and eighty-four ;-for Mr. Lyon, three
hundred and thirty-five. Majority: forty-nino in favor of Mr. Pin,
hey at the close of the Pol. Those were the numbers declared
by the Returning Officer-they iucluded allthe witness spoke of
yesterday.

Witness states that on the oaths administered by the Rcturning
Officer to certain Voters being offered, objectionis were made to the
forms of those oaths, and the Statute Book was shown ta the Re
turning Officer, and the oath pointed out whichl he should adminis-
ter, when lie (the Returning Officer) pushed the book from him,
saving, "danm the law, I want no law here, I an the Judge of this
Court," Witness states that dhe poil was stopped on some occa-
sions, and on one of those occasions, ho asked tih Returning Officer
if lie did not think lie was acting partially for Ir. Pinhey--when
lie answered, that his duty was at variance with his feelings: this n eof Trial
answer made no particular impression upon witness at the time.- ofCarleto Ele>-
Witness thinks iliat the Returning Officer acted partially ii favor tioai
of Mr. Pinhey; because when a Voter presented hiiself for Mr.
Pinhey, the Returning Officer allowed to Mr. Lyon a shorter tima
to question him, than ho allowed ta Mr. Pinhey when lie questioned
those offering ta voto for Mr. Lyon.

When the Voter came forward, the Returning Oflicer nsked
lim ta swear if he leld his land from the Crown; ta this Mr. Lyon
objected, and wished ta ascertain by what particular title.lie held
his land, but his objections were borne down by the Returning Of-
ficer, who said, that if the Voter would swear tat lie lheld his land
froni the Crown, lie would receive his vote. The first question put
by the Returning Oflicer to every persan coming to vote, wasI"How
do von hiolt your lands :" when in saine cases Dir. Pinihey advised
thie Voter not ta describe the exact nature ofhis title; Ilien the Re-
turning Officer usually said, thlat if lie would swear lie lield his land
fron the Crown he would recoive his vote. After administering
the oath, tie last question usually asked %vas, who the voter intend-
cd ta vote for. Ia addition, witness states, that previous to the
Voters being sworn, the number, of the Lot, the Concession; and
the Townsliip vere usually taken dowi. Witness thinks hiat the
oaths substituted for- that.Election, were intended ta favor Mr. Pin-
hey, and that they hadi tlat effect.

During the Election Mr. Pinhey applied to the witness's boolk
frequently, for the state of the poli, because ho sa kept it that the
numbers could readily be known.

Whereas the Poll Clerks ofile Returning Officer so kept
theirs that they had sometimes to add up several pages before they
could declare the numbers. These applications at lengtfrbecame
sa frequent, that wituness had recourse tdsecret nunbers, to prèvent
his being sa much troubled about the state of the pol. These ap--
plications vere made for the purpose of discovering the state of the
poil at the time ofmaking them.

The Returning Oflicers return oflnmnett Pinhey, Esquire,.
was here rend, wlich, with the Vrit of Election, the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery had just delivered at the Clerks table.

Edward Grifliin was called by the Counsel for the Petitioners.

States that he is a Clerk in the Office of the Canada Company,
that a blank printed paper shown ta hu by the Counsel,is a forms
of the leiter usually givei ta persans purcbasing land of the Canada
Company.

The form ofthe letter was here delvered ta the Clerk of the
louse, and read by him.

Canada Conpany's Office

lherebyacknowledge the receipt of,---beingthe frst
Instalment ofthe purchase money.for Lot number --. in the-
Concessioin'o i -"as also your prominssory notes for the-.---,
remaining Instaiments. %

-Y nre now aliberty ta i eossession ,of tihe aid Lt and,
,toî sld ntheo'-n; aübject however tothe codition, that'if the

liove n ioiti rúd promissory ntes, or any one ofthén, be nat punc-
tuallypalid the Canada Company shal b entitled to reater th.
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