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Arn I justified in that belief? Well, on
the 30th of April lie went ta the landiord of
tbe house wliere bais wif e was staying and
served notice on lii that lie would no longer
pay tbe rent. On that date lie engaged the
two detectives. Then within a very few days
what occurred? He proceeded ta get what
lie asserts is evidence. It is my personal
judgment tbat lie just hired a "stoogie" wornan
wbase niglit's work was ta keep tliem around
tlie corner of St. Antoine and Windsor streets
in Montreal; a woman wlio lived at the Hut-
chison streat address wliere lie liad planted
or put bis wife. Ail lie lad an this wornan
tao distinguisli lier from. anybody else was a
red bat. H1e was sitting in tbe back of the
car, croucbed down, and lie says that lie was
painting out this woman ta, the detectives,
and tbat tliey watcbed the woman witli the
red bat. I do nat believe for a moment, and
neyer did, that the woman witli the red bat
was Mrs. Taffert. I believe the wbole thing
was purely and simply a frame-up made liy
Taffert because lie bad secured from her 81,000
an ana occasion and $500 on another,' and did
flot want ta pay those surna back. Ha did
nat want ta pay lier family, but lie wanted
ta unload the woman and lier sixteen-year-
aid daugliter.

I sbould bave liked ta place an the record
tlie evidence of Mrs. Taffert, because ta me
it was canvincing. Maybe I arn wrong in rny
judgment. If so, the judgment of lionourable
gentlemen would be just as good as mine. But
I sat in an this case, and I tliink tlie detectives
were just made use of. Imagine if you will,
bonourable senators, a petitianer and two
detectives being an duty for ten liaurs and
thirty minutes, from before eiglit a'clock at
niglit till six o'clock in the marning, and for
seven hours and thirty minutes or eiglit liaurs
of that time being around the camner of
St. Antoine and Windsor streete. Tlien tliey
went up ta Sherbirooke street, wliere tbey
were on duty a while longer, until the peti-
tioner Taffert and the other detectives were
tired out and Mr. Green, one of the detec-
tives, kindly took tliem home so that tbey
cauld go ta bed. One wauld bave thouglit
that after that lengtb of time on duty Green
would naed sleep and rest too. But no. He
went back ta this place wliere lie had this
"(stoogie" waman, and staycd around, and at
about six o'clock in the marning lie was just
iii timne ta sec, tlie woman getting into the
man's car and starting for tlie Hutchison
street address. Green followed along care-
fully bebind the "stoogie's" car until they al
came to the Hutchison street address, where
the woman got out of the car and sliook lier
fist at liim.

Does anybody believe that a combination
of circumstances like that would develop or
that it could occur? I do flot believe it.
But I amrn ft permitted to handie this matter
as I thouglit necessary in order to make my
argument reasonably eonvincing. The peti-
tioner bas proved bimself to be a rotter and
a rat. I thouglit the evidence of the woman
and of the 15-i-year-o1d girl would bave been
of some benefit in protecting the honour and
the rights of a persan wbom. I regard as a
normal, bonest maTried woman, and of lier
daughter. But I will say no more.

Hon. C. W. ROBINSON: Honourable
senators, I was present at the trial of this
case, but not the other day when the matter
was decided by the committee. I sympathize
witli the lionourable senator fromn Parkdale,
wbô has just spoken (Hon. Mr. Murdock).
1 arn not quite sure wbat attitude I sliould
have taken had I been present wlien the
matter was decided. I do not like ta impugn
the evidence of any witness, but in this
committee we hear a good deal of evidence
by people wliom we do not entirely believe
and wlio sometimes actually contradict them-
salves. In this case there is some ground for
the argument of my honourable .friend from
Parkdale. I suppose I should support the
finding of the majority, who did their best ta
arrive at the correct conclusion. Tliey did not
balieve the evidence given by the respondent.
As a inatter of fact, 1 did not believe it
myself. On one sida we had evidence given
by the liusband and two detectives, which was
contradicted an. the other side by the respond-
ent and bier daug-hter. There is some ques-
tion in my mind as ta whetber we should give
the woman tbe benafit of the doubt. I do not
know whetlier I sbould say that, especially
as, I did not balieve ber evidence.

As far as I personally arn concerned, I sup-
pose I shail bave ta vote in support of the
committee's racommendatian.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: May I ask the
lionourable gentleman a ques-tion?

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON: Yes.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Wauld you place
any credence at ail in the evidence of tbe
petitioner, considering wliat lie himself said
he was?

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON: I do not think the
petitioner gave any evidence that was nat
more or less corroborated.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Oh, yes, lie did.

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON. As far as I per-
sonally arn concerned, I shall have ta leave
the matter for the Senate ta decide wliat
they think is best ta do.


