assisting you to the extent of §1,000? A.—I | Committes that he could raise 33,0001n two
may have spoken of it. ' hours. A.—I don’t remember saying it. it
(.—Did you tell him that you would prefer not (.—Do you remember going to Mr. Bunting’s
| to have that $1,000? A.—No. office and saying that you were in favour of a
Q.—Did you tell Mr. Bunting on this occasion Coalition Government ?  A.—I never said so,
that you were not fond of politics? A.—No. VEXATIOUS QUESTIONS.

I Heo said 1 was a young man and, he believed,not

a strong politician, and 1 rephied that this was

correct.
Q.—Did you tell him that it was not of much

| consequence to you on what side of polities you
f were ¥ A,—1 do not remember saying so.

|

Q.—Will you swear that youn did nct make

such a statement? A.—I said 1 was not a very
strong politician,

().—What made you say that? A.—His re-
mark that being » young man 1 was probably not
a very strong volitician,

"{.—But vou ran as & Reiform candidate? A.
—Yes,

().—What was the amount of your election ex-
peuses altogether? A,—I1 really cannot say.

().—But about how much do you expect they

| were ? A.—From what I have learnt from others

[ think they were direetly or indirectly about

| $4,000 or mote.

(). —Have vou any objoction to saying what
you are worth ? A.-—I may be worth as much
as you sre and worth just as much to my coun~
trv. (Laughter,)

Mr. Macmaster withdrew the gnestion.

Q. —Before you went to Mr. Bantiug's office

- did you talk pretty freely to cortalu parties
about your election expenses ?  A.—In the houso |
- where I am stopping we used to talk over thas
matter amongst others, and I alwayvs said when
- the matter was alluded to that the Reform party

never paid my expenses,

(). —Did you cowmplain that you had very
hoavy costs Lo pay, and that they had not helped
you?

Witness was about to give an explanatory
reply, but the cruss-examining counsel de-
manded a direct answer, whereupon My,
Denison said it was fair to let the
witness explain, as the question might
be worded in sueh a way that a direct reply
wontld convey a wrong ilmpression, The question
was repeated 1 a differenc torm. «

Q.—You admitted that your expenses were

. very heavy, and that the Reform party had not

e

helped you to pay them? A.—Yes.

().— s it true that by wav of complaint against
your own pulitical party yon made this remark ?
A.—When they were speaking of a few dollars’
expenses at an election on one occasioh, I re-
marked that they had no cause to complain, as
mine were so much more. Some of the Conser-
vatives present accused Mr. Mowat's Govern-
ment of spending money in Algoma, and 1 said
that T wished they had come along to help me.
But ot course this was only a joke, and was ta~
ken as such,

().—Did you say that your own party did not
help in paving your heavy expenses, and that
they should have done so? A.—I said, when
they spoke of so much monev having been ex-
pended m Algoma, that if this was true they
mignt have assisted me,

Q.—Did vou go further, and say they should
have assisted you? A.-—I think not,

().—-1 suppose you are of opinion that the
Government did spend this money in Algoma ?
A.—1 am ot opinion tht they spent just

WHAT WAS RIGHT AXND MO MOk —

about one-tenth of what your party spent.
{ijiu;ﬁht-l:‘l']'..

Q.—We can'tdiscuss that here, Now, briefly
to recapitulate —you say that you went to Dunt-
ing’s office unasccompanied by anybody, and to
Wilkinson's room, in the Walker lHouse, unac-
companied by auyone save Mr. McKim? A.—
Yes.

tg.—]‘.yuc'h lived at your hotel, did he mnot?
A.-—No,

(). | Indeed ! Where do you live? A.—At
the Continental,

Q.—And can you swear that Lynch did not

'live there? A.—I can say that I never saw hu,

o ———— =

and had Le hved there I think 1 would have
seen hin.

().— @it do you know he did not live there ?
A.—He may have bean shut up in a room ; 1
can say that I never saw him there,

The counsel put several other guestions on
this point, contending that his question was
not satistactorily answered by Dr. Dowling., At
last. Mr. Denison interposed, and decided that
the witness could not give a clearer answer than
the above.

WHAT BUNTING CAN RAISE.

().—Did Mr. Bunting say he could raise two
or turee thousand in two hours? A.—Yes; he
said two or three thousand,

(Q.—Did you not say it was $2,000? Ihd he
gay ‘' two or thrée "or a * couple” ot thousanda?

The witness could not swear whether he had
said ‘‘two or three” or *‘a couple,” but under-
stood that the terms were practically synony-
mous. Mr. Fenton arcued that the witness was
correcs. Mr. Macmaster contended they did
not mean the same thing, and that berein lay
hidden a very important point.  After some
discussion the stonographer’s notes were appealed
to, and Mr. Dowling was shown to have said
that Mr. Bunting had told him he could raise
“ a4 couple” of thousand dollars,

().—What did you say he told he could raise

when {t:u gave evidence in Committee? A.—I
think I said Mr. Bunting told me he could raise

" a couple of thousand dollars, .
(). —1Is it true that you said before the House

. x S

Q‘__\?ﬂl you swear it? A.—Yes. I never
heard of & coalition until the Thursday I speak |
of.

Q.—Did you never hear of the proposal for a
coalition until you went % Mr, Bunting’s office ; a
coalition you know is a union ot both political
parties to form a Government? A.—Thank you,
No ; [ never heard of it until I went to Mr,
| Bunting’s office,

- Q.-=Will you swear that you did not at your
boarding house, in the presence of Mr. Bastable
and Mr. Wilmot, say you were favourable to a
Conlition rovernmeunt ? A.—Yes,

().—You toid us 1n your examination in-chief
that you could not exactly remember what you
had said to Mr. Bunting in your interview with
hie.  A.—In reply to some questions 1 may
have said so ; I said very little, and do not re-
member everything 1 said.

The cuestioninyg on this point was kept up for
some time, replies to the same effect being elicited
trom the witness, and the counsel contending
they wefe unsatisfactory., A last Mr, Denison
said this course of proceeding tended only to
mystify the witness, and flung no light
upon the enquiry. lle had dealt with many
thousands of cases, and had become so used to
witnesses that he was generally able to deter-
mine when a witness was endeavouring to de-
ceive the counsel or the Court, He thought Dr,
Dowling was answering the questions put to him
as well as he eonid, The gquestion was then put
once more by Mr. Denison himself,and answered
to the same cffect as previously. This concluded
Mr. MacMaster's cross-examination,

Crose-examined by Mr. Murphy.

().—You have admitted that thisis not the
first !Fibery case you have been concerned in?
A.—Xes,

(Q.—And that Mr. McKim was the first to
speak to you of this business? A.—Yes,

().—Did he approach you for the purpose of
wetting you to sign? A.—He said that Mr.
H"iikiumn wanted to see me in the Walker

Ol s,

().—What was said by anybody about your
changing your allegiance to your political party ?
A.—Mr. McKim said something was golug on,
:md Wilkinzson wanted e to go down and see
m,

().—Mr, McKim then asked you to go down
and see Wilkiuson with the object of defeating
the Mowat Government. Did you think fromn
Mr. Meitim’s words that he was sincere? A.—1
did not know,

).—Did you ever tell Wilkinson what your
election expenses were? A.—I1 never saw him

| before the meeting 1 have told you of,

| Q.—How then could he commence to talk to

- you about your eiection expenses? How did he

know they were so much, and that the Reformers
had never helped you to pay them? We coutend

' that you have been putting your own words intc

Wilkinson’s mouth, and telling us what you your-

solf #aid to him. A.—He said he understood

that the case was as he put it, 1 am told that he
had been told so,

| Q. —Never mmnd what you have been told ;

" were you not trying to draw out Wilkinson on

the matter? A.--No,

Q.-—Did vou not do anything in order to draw
him out? Did you not read 'a letter from your
wite, in which she asked you to give up pelitics
and stick to vour profession, as you would do so
much better? A.—1 would like to explain.

AN ARDBITRARY LAWYER.

Mr. Murphy—1 must have a direct answer,
Alr. Denison—Tuhe wituess mgilist be allowed to

| explain. |
M Murphy—Then with all dus respect to
- Your Worship, T inust sdbinit that you are not
i foliowing the law,

. Mr. Denison—I am very sorry. 1 suppose

you moan your law.

Mr. Murphy-—According to the law, in & quos-
tion of cross-examination, in cases of this kind,
the anewer muet by gven direet § if on exnlana.
t 1on has to be made it must be drawn out after~ |

\ vrards by the opposite counsel, o
| 3¢ Mr. Denson—The witness may give you his |
|

|

answer, and I will ask for the explanation.

Mer. huwhng-—l read part of the letter.

Mr. Denison—Now go on with the explana-
tion.

The witness explained that IMr. Wilkinson
had spoken of his (Dr. Dowling’s) heavy election
expenses, and in the conversation arising out of
this he (witness) had said that he was urged by
some to ive up politics, and stick to his profes-
«ton ; he had thed read part of a Jetter from his
wife which touclied on the matter,

(Q.-—Did you say that you had told Mr. Hardy
that you did not care for the Government ! A
—No,

t).—'Vill you swear that? A.—Yes,

(),—Did younot say that you had told Mr.
Hardy that vou did not—to use your own words
—gare & d— for the Government? A,—1 never
sald so,

().—Did vou ever tell Mr. Hardy that you did
not eare for the Government? A.—No.

().—Did not Mr, Wilkinson speak about the
dissatisfaction with the Mowat Government?
A.—Yes,

(Q.—And was it not a fact that such dissatis- |




