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(Objected to on behalf of the Crown. Objection sustained^

Question—What did the several documents received from Franco at New York rela-

tive to the claim for extradition consist of'/ Ans. As nearly as I can recollect, they were,

a warrant of arrest, depositions, and an iud'stment, in the way of documents.

Question.—What became of all those documents ? Am. I believe they were all

deposited in the hands of Mr. Betts, the Commissioner, before whom the proceedings to

procure the extradition of the prisoner took piaoe. The first document was the warrant of

arrest. I think that hitherto wo have called this an order of arrest. This was the docu-

ment in which the prisoner was charged with embezzlement. Next was the cnquete or

instruction. As the depositions taken in the course of the inquiry (instruction') proved

an embezzlement of money and an act of forgery, the document founded on them, that ia

to say, the indictment, alleges him to be guilty of both crimes. I think wo received these

documents in the following order : first, tho warrant of arrest, next the depositions, and
afterwards tho indictment. The arrttde renvoi corresponds nearly with the indictment in

this country.

Question.—Among those depositions was there one made by the Director or Principal

Officer of the Branch of the Bank of France at Po*'! rs, Mr. Adolpho Bailly ? Ans.
Personally, I was not charged with the management of .he process instituted against Mr.
Lamirande. I think, however, that there was a deposition mado by a Mr. Bailly, but [

do nbt know what was his official quality.

Question.—Can you explain why the prisoner is isharged hero with forgory only ?

Ans. Because no other charge was necessary to procure his extradition.

Question.—Has the identity of the prisoner as Ernest Sureau Lamirande, charged

with embezzlement or forgery on the Bank of Franco in its branch at Poitiers, ever becu
affirmed by any person who knew him in France, except himself? Ans. No, we con-

cluded that he must know himself, and tho description which we received from France
perfectly agreed with his appearance. •

Question.—Whether was the description in words or photograph ? Atis. Both.
The prisoner declaring that he bad no more questions to put to tho witness, tho

examination was closed, and the deponent has signed.

(Signed,) Louis L:£onoe Coudert.

Taken and acknowledged before me, at Montreal, this seventh \
day of Augusf , one thousand eight hundred and sixty-sir.:. )

(.Signed,) W. H. Brihaut, P.M.
A true Copy.

W. H. Brdhaut, P. M.

PftoviNCE OF Canada, > Police OFriOE.

District of Montreal. | The deposition of Fr4d6rio R. Coudert, Esquire, Advooato,

of tho City of New York, in the State of Now York, one of the United States of America,

now present in the City of Montreal, in tho District of Montreal, taken under oaih this

fourteenth day of August, in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-

six, at the Office of Police, in the Court House, in the City of Montreal, in the District

of Montreal aforesaid, by the undersigned, William H. Brehaut, Esquire, Police Magis-

trate in and for the District of Montreid, ia prtsbnoc of Ernest Sureau Lamirande, late of

Poitiers, in the Empire of France, who now stands charged before me on a complaint

brought before me under oath in virtue of the provisions of the treaty between Her Ma-
jesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and His Majesty

the King of the Fi ench, and of the Statutes made and provided therefor, of having com-
mitted at Poitiers, in the Empire of Franco, the crime hereinafter mentioned, thu same
being specified and predicated by the said Treaty between Her Majesty the Queen and

the said King of the French : that is to say, that he, the said Ernest Sureau Lamirande
did commit the crime of forgery, having in his capacity of Cashier of the Branch of the

Bank of France at Poitiers made false entries in tho books of the said Bank, and thereby

defrauded the said Bank of the sum of seven hundred thousand francs.

The deponent, Fr4d4rio B. Coudert, deposeth and saith as follows

:


