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li(« wa-i not awuro of it. 'I'lmt is really tlio whole defence. ArnolJ liiinsoll' admit-

ti'd Hflliiij( bclwet'ii aoO.OUO luiil 400,000 pulloii> in Montreal. We show in

addition, r)i;,'2<iH aaU. entei-oil in tlio stock hoak, iis sold in Montreal. The actuul

f|iiantity cold in tiuebco wuh (i\,\i:i gallons. Now do you believe that quantity

ol" spirits ciiiiic Iroiii Mttitlund, or was it water? It was spirits, beyond doubt-

Where then did it eoine I'roiii? There was no other Distillery within 10 miles of

tliein. Is there not sutrieieiil evidence before yon to lead you to believo It came
from this Distillery, and that II:illadivy—by some means which wo are unable to

truce, but which are ])erfeetly iiiiinilest.—hud the locks opene«l and the spirits

))iiinped out. We did not undertake to prove the wiiy this was accomplished,

but we did uiukrmke to prove, and have l'ullille«l our undertakiug, that he made
upwards of 200,000 gills., over and above his returns ; and this I think you will

have no trouble to find, under his Lordshi|)'s directions. Indeed I have no question

you will be satisfied that not only has ho taken that quantity, but far more,—
that ;^00,00(» gallons were fraudulently disposed of. The manner in which this

has been done, [ cannot e.\|)lain to you, but that it has been done is undeniable,

nnle.ss you can believe that some one made him a pre.sent of that quantity. It

was stated that ho might have bought this spirit. Hut if that were really the

case, do you think they would offer no evidence of such a vital point? Noth-

ing of the kind was given, us you know. And I suy now, that having shown
you that thu material surdcient to make the quantity charged was in the distille-

ry, and having given ycu evidence of the shipment from Maitland, and sale of

spirits to that extent,—under these circumstances, I say, can you doubt that by

some means or other llailaday has defrauded the (Jovernraent to the amount

stated. If, as I think, you ounnot doubt it, then, feeling that the Qoverument

is only doing its duty to the public in seeking to put a stop to such frauds, it

will be your duty to strengthen the hands of the Government by giving them a

verdict in this case.

If IS LoRUSiiip then charged the jury. The case, ho said, has been tedious ;

but, gentlemen, all the papers are before you, and you will be supplied with

every information which it is in the power of the Court to give, in order to ena-

ble you to arrive at your verdict. According to the principles of law,

every one is presumed to carry on business honestly, until the contrary* is

proven. The Crown has here no advantage over the subject ; and you

may, gentlemen, look on this case as you would on one between two private

[)ersons in partnership, who sought to ascertain honestly their rights. 'I'hj

Crown, you are aware, gives certain rights of trade to the subject, for a certain

per centage, which varies in diHerent coses. This is honestly the right of the

Crown, in tiie ctse of distillers, the Crown gave them leave to curry on their

works ; but the moment they made a gallon of proof spirits they were indebted

to the Crown 30 cents ; and, acting as they did, under license from the Goveru-

ment, they had no right to defraud the Crown of that amount. That was the

undoubted right of the Crown—their property—which the other party to the

agreement, the distiller, could not appropriate. The case is as if a farm were rented

in shares. Each wa3 fully entitled to his share, whatever it was, and ought not
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