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wiil go to tbe mouse. If a witness manifestac

tbe ieast temper, be is committed for con-
tempt. If he persistentiy prevaricate, be is to

be prosecuted for perjury. If be does not tell tq

tbe wbole truth, bowever it may biacken bim-
self and neighbors, be wili not get a certificate c
of indemnity, and wiil be liable to prosecution.
It wouid be amusing, if it were not so painful,
to note bow tbe examined witnesses watch the

proceedings, and corne from day to day to offer(

explanations. Take tbe case of Mr. Hlarold t

Barkworth, of Beverley, as a specimen of the

torture of witnegses. Mr. Barkwortb is an

alderman and a borougb magistrate, and ho

was prepared to defy the commissioners. We
cannot do better than quote the scene between
bim and Mr. Serjeant O'Brien, the Chief Com-

missioner, as reported in the Time8 of Wed-
nesday:

Witness: Fie had given money toý'Burrcil be-
fore, but couid not say when.

The Chief Commissioner:- You wiii be com-
pelled to say when, as sure as yen stand in that
box.

Witness: I must take tbe consequence, but I
cannot answer that question.

The Chief Commissioner: You are sworn to
tell the truth, and the whole truth. You must
say when you paid that money. Tt is no use
your refusing to answer. When did you pay the
money ?

Witness: I cannot answer the question.
The Chief CommisSiofler: You must sud yen

shahl. You hold U-er Majesty's conjînission as a
justice of the boroughi, aud we are here under
sign manuai to inquire into this. Yon are bound
whole truth. Did you pay Burreil any mouey
besides this 21 or 31?

Witness:- I cannot auswer.
The Chief Commissioner: Did you psy bim

any money in 1868?
Witness: No.
The Chief Commissioner: Did you pay bim

any money in 1867?
Witness: 1 arn sure I cannot say.
The Chief Commissioner:- Yes you can, and you

shahl answer the question before you leave that
box. You sbaii answer it. Did you pay Burreil
any money in 18637 in reference to tbese elections?

Witness: I wiil take the cousequence; I bave
given you my answer already.

The Chief Conimissioner: Yon bave given me
no answer, 1 asked you did you pay Burreil any
money in 1869, sud yen bave given me no answer.
Now you must answer the question.

Witness: I cannot answer it, sud I shau't.
The Chief Commissiofler: I wiii put the ques-

tion once rn9re. Did you psy Burreil any money
in 1867 ?

Witness then iooked down, and began to pull
bis giove about, deciining te answer.

Mr. Barstow: Now, Mr. Barkworth, I realiy
onust beg of you not to compel us to do anythig
disagreeable. You are asked a very simple

q uestion. I)id you or did you net pay money te
~urrell in 1867 ? Ami I to understand you will

flot answer that question?
Witness: I bave no besitation lu sayiug tbat I

advanced money in 1867.
Mr. Barstow: In reference to any election?
Witness: Yes.
The Chief Commissioner: How much ?

Witnegs: Between 501. and 601., on the let of
~ovember, 1867.
The Chief Commissiofler -.That was in reference

0 the municipal election ?
Witness: Yes.
The Chief Commissioner: 1 arn glad of it, ex-

eedingiy glad.
Can anything be more thoroughiy dramatic

han the iooking down and the puiiing about
~f the giove? To an oflicer of the Society for
he Preventi,)n of Cruelty to, Animais the suf-
erings of Mr. Barkworth would have been too

iorriblt to lookupon. The Chief Commaission-
,,r's hir't about something disagreeabie put an

end to :he torment. In an instant Mr. Bark-
w-orth's memory was restored to him. Sudden-
ly he rncollected he had advanced money in

1867. Nay, be remembered ail the incidents.
le rertembered it was for an election. HIe

remeMbered the amount, And-marvel of

niarvel -be remembered the very day on
which he advanced the money.

May we not iearn a useful lesson from the

miraculous recovery of Mr. Barkworth's mem-
ory ? Now and then, and indeed frequently,
we haye to deai with*mon~ mi ricordor witnes-

ses both in civil and crown cases; that is,

with 'Witnesses who forget everything that
they dc12em inconvenient to remember. Wouid

it not further the ends of justice if judges were

to intimate to such persons that tbey are

sworn to tell the whoie truth, and that they

must dIo so to, avoid something disarrreeable,
-t i, a prosecution for perjury ? We must

cong'ratuiate the Eiection Commissioners upon
the emninent stnccess which. bas attended their

Plan of squeezing.out the wboie trutb, and we

sce no reason why it shouid not be adopted in

ali udiciai inquiries.-T56 Law Journal.
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lNSOLVENOY-DEMAND 0IF A5SIGNMENT -27&
28 Vic. eu. 17, 8E0. 8-PLICADING.-Deciaratiofl
that plaintiff and another carried on business

under name of "lMagili Brou.," were in good

credit, and solvent, and had flot ceased to meet

their commercial liabilities ; that defendants,

beiflg creditors for sums Dot exceeding $500,

inalicionsly intending to injure piaintiff, aud

destroy bis business and credit, faisely, &o.,

and without reasonabie, &c., cause, made a de-

inand inwriting on said firm in the form "lE " in

the schedu¶e to the Insolvent Act of 1864; thst

w«ithln five days thereafter defendafits refused to

abandon said proceedinge, but, aus a condition,

insisted tbat plaintiff sbouid retire.'frorn said firm,

and that certain security for a composition on

debts of said firmn should be given, or defendantu

wouid proceed ; that the trade and credit cf flrm

Were much injured, and that, in consequence of


