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impreas the tribunal, the judge or jury, with
the strength of the case, but this case is such
that it would lie idie té say that it has had the
effect upon my mind of satisfying me that there
bas been upon the part of the agents of Sir
George Elliot corriupt practices. No imputation
at ail has been made upon Sir George Elliot ini
this case, therefore 1 need flot Say a word more
upon that subject. With regard to the acts of
the agents, there has been some degree of sus-
picion, and I arn flot prepared to say that a
good deal of doubt miglit not have been raised
in my mmnd, flot as to the finding that 1 should
corne to, but as to whether the case was open to
an explanation. or not, that is té Say whether at
the close of the case 1 should have required Mr.
Hawkins to go into any answer to it. At pres.
ent certainly upon the case as it stands, if 1
were asked té give judgment, I should say that
no case had been proved to n'y satisfaction to
unseat the inember. The matters were some of
them extremely trifling. There was the alleged
gift of a shilling to a man who happened to be a
voter, which. lie, the man, says, whether truly
or untraly I do not stop) to consider, was given
for old acquaintance sake. To say that a mem -
ber should be unseated because sornebody, who
was alleged to have beeu an agent, by what 1
rnight alniost caîl a legal fiction, because lie hiad
been seen coming, iii after a candidate on one
occasion, when lie was canvassiugr a voter, or
because lie had on one occasion given a voter a
Shilling or a glass of beer, or soinething of that
Sort, would certainly be a very strong proceed-
ing. It appears that upon two other occasions
a man was paid, flot in pursuance of any corruipt
promise, or understanding or undertaking, but
going with bis master to vote on this occasion
for Sir George Elliot, lie told other persons, if
I reinember rightly, that lie had voted upon the
éther aide, there being apparently no compul-
Sion1 exercised by the master, who did not dednct
<for practically it arnotnts to that) bis day's
wagea froni him. i1here was another inatter-
the man who was examiued to-day, wlio says
that lie chauged bis bouse; lie positively swore
that lie did flot do it witb any refereuce to bis
vote. He was nio doulit pressed and canvassed
ou both aides, and pulled about, if 1 may use
that expression, bY the Red and Bine parties,
and hie got at last into a cabi, b'ulonging té the
Liberal side. Wbicb way lie voted we do not
know, but lie appears to intirnate that baving
qiiitted bis place lie may bave voted on the Red
aide. It does not appear to mne that those are
cases which are suriported by sucli an amount
of satisfactoryf evidence as a judge could reason-i

ably act upon; and therefore 1 may say that ai;
the ceue at present stands, if I were asked - for
my decision witbout a word by counsel upon
eitber side, 1 should say that the case bas flot
been made out to my satisfaction.

Therefore, upon ail the points which have
been brouglit before me, I sce no sufficient
ground for unseating Sir George Elliot; and
as the learned counsel for the petitioners
now says, that having found in fact that
the case as presented to liii was very
diffèrent from the case as #t came out in
evidence, I have every reason to entirely rely
upon the words of that learned counsel; and it
seems to me that lie bas taken flot only a course
whicb is perruissible upon my part, but a proper
course, in witbdrawing this petition. 0f cour"e
as far as îuy decision is concerned, the petition
must be witbdrswn upon the usu-il terms, that
is to say, the costs following the event.
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Motion, on bebsîf of Robert Martin and

otbers, the pe!titionars in the matter of the
Parlianîentary Election Petition for the county
of the town of Droghieda, fur an order to permit
inspection of ballot papers.

The motion was grounded on an affidavit of
Mr. Henry Clinton, who deposed that lie was
the Parliamentary agent of the petitioners, and
had acted as the conducting agent of Mr. Whit-
worth, one of the two candidates at the late
election in Droghieda ; that tbe respondent, Dr.
0'Leary, was the only other candidate, and that
Dr. O'Lýeary was returned as the candidate
elected, and elected by a majority of ten votes ;
that the deponer;t was advised by counsel that
Mr. Whitworth should have been declared
elected, and that the majority for Dr. O'Leary
was a colourable one, and hiad been created by
the reception of voting papers improperly fflled
up, and marked so aq to lead to the identifi-


