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The following is my answer to said letter

:

" Isaac Bochanak, Esq.,
" """"'°"' ^'^ ^'"^^^'^ »««'•

thl't dTy~^°"
^'""' °^^"'^ '"'*""*'

^ '^^^'"^^ •" '^^ ^it^rmou of

"Your threat at the end thereof, will not prevent mp f^mplacng myself and the matters in question iJ fhe rStlsiSo™
wrtg o'n"

"' '" ^""'' "'' •^"^^ endeavoured t'o pfaceIn a

'' Business at the cost of honour I want not.Un Saturday evening, 21st ult., I received a letter from vm,enclosing an agreement desiring me to examine it and 'makeZ
your" ;?"th t; ' '"T' "^^^^^^^' '^"^ ^^«^ you would

'
r-yourself the pleasure' of seeing me about it on the foUowiucMonday mornmg, about 8 o'clock, at my house.

o'^owiug

was seived'^Zt'^
afternoon or evening, the Rev. David Ingliswas served with the summons m my action acainst him unH 1.ia

associates for their brutal assault of me
^ '

/•„.„ '^^
^'"i'**^

ti^omm^ you called at my house, in a areatAry and asked me what I thought of the agreement f reDliedthat 1 had read it several times, and had made soSe alteraSon,and explained to you what 1 co^ld gather to be the meaning oH'before would proceed further, and said, I thought Twas^ 1 li

flZw"?"'"'"*- •

Y°" Passionately'exclaimed, "iUsnot an
.11 drawn document, it is a well drawn document, I drew it mvse^fand you have wounded my feelings." I quietly renlied th^t vn

„

sent It for my opinion, I h'ad give? it I.onltTy L I Eld done n^^^^^

Ta^Tw rsaS •"'.t''^" ''""I
Solicitor,' and youTaTe "beenalways u ell satisfied with my conduct, and « you must know that

i^lZ XTl h° "''"f
?'°"'- ^"^^^^-

'

You then said

feZTV^i^ '" some way, and that that had wounded y^urteeiings thereafter you said that ^^ unless I would give up these

aSTou' th r '^^ ""* "*'' "^^'^ '-« months'pTrcZe' Iasked you what excitements? You replied :—"We 7na«^,you have affain commenced." I said, I suLose you refer^o SeActjon I brought on Saturday against' Inglirand theotL s There!

authoress ofthfd'"'
^^P"^"^'''"? ^^al Mrs. Buchanan was the

my letSr No H f^T'n ^**^'"'.
''^""i

"^^ '''''^'^ ''^^"-^ ^o in

thfJlrn!... ^^/"*H^"Sregation of Macnab Street Church-

tte Z*dd"^'^^"'^ ^Tf\ ^r *^^» replied, that it was my
authL^r ' ^ 'JK^^ *''** ^^"^ ^-^' "ot^ "-"e. and »sked yourauthority

;
you parr;.ed that question by saying, "to every bodv"^but you finally-after being pressed to tel/or father Seitelfent

«^wii^^^»


