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that may have existed as to the reaaon^ wh;,.K ^„^ u • a
position, and in leaving his formeVS a^d^goir^tT hirfr'

'"" '° '^'^'^"^^g ^is
follow because a man is a politician and liBln.w,a Vi ** . ? '^ wnier eneni-ea. Does it
be the slave of it. and to reVisrever7 conscTetts^^^^^^^^^^^^ P^^-^^' '^^^ ''« '^^
affeci the position of every public mS, anrsSuTd n^vp^ ff'"''-,

^^^^^es of this character
grounds. A change made under such ciSmstonces nlTh^ '"^'^t

""'?« "PO" the very best
courage, because tie man who does it SoZtS he mu«rfL?P^''f r'^"

possession of great
tna hi. change may have been made "rreasons of a verv HJ&"^^''/l'"y '^P* *« ""'i«i"«
Miller's reasons for his change of rooaition nT^fkr i / ^.Z^'^^''®"* character. Jf Mr
informed they have been, it a'ppearsTo me that^L tnds'\n 7 ^^"-^f-" '--, as I am
cerned and ought to stand, exculpated from having aXd'fr ^'k*""

*^'^* '''^'^"g'^ '' <=o»-
hm,. I am very glad that this arSngenen? has been made and' /? u'""*^'^

attributed to

atteiSpTthltentl^^^ t^^LttrH ^^^^^ ^^^ ^-«-
with it.

^*'-y """« lor you, tor we had not got Jialf through
The following are the remarks of Mr. Weeks ,pfprr«,l f-,"He reminded the Court that there was no ^W of ffl'

'JPPeanng in the //eraW;
defendant had not ventured to sav that Th! ^n

P / ,m
J'^^'-ification on the record. The

pleadings that Mr. Miller wt boujit of br Ld ^1^^^^^^ '^ 'V^-
«^^^^ "«* '^y - his

the face of the evidence of Sir Charle., T,,,1^! }W \
*''^ '^"'°"- Had lie said so in

cent too much damages to give aga nit y.^ chPfpn I*""? ^'^^P^iff, «10,000 would not be a
tion had been pleaded anv^ , y e^mailtd n . i "*; """'^ he believed if a plea of juatifica
such plea hadLn set up, Sll S?e th

'
"de^^V^sTiTh T^r"'^' ' ^^^^"^^- ^^^^^

had been publicly given in this Court. Iirthr/aco of th^ i
PP''> ''"'^ *^^" P^'^^

plaintiff was bound to bring this suit and hi lu ift F'*"^
evidence (Mr. W. said) the

had vimHcated his characfei by e^denl^^^^^^ T o^l'^"^^^*-'*
'""^ ^^^^ ^^r. Miller

impeach, but he should have done so soone/ H °shouI 1 n^ """n'"'' 7'""^ ^« «^"not
to>e made against him for years vithout eivinJ' flTl! T ^l^''"*

''^/"'^^'^ ^"""''^r charges
this trial. It is well for Mr. M.xier that fhl ..^ vr ^''P^";''^*!""^ «'at have been given in
man who will hereafter assail hmfs he tibee^^^

^^"^ ^''^^ made,^for tie
punished by a jury. But the defendant T} nnf w A .'"

the past would deserve to be
and he believed tlfe plaintiff's S? unexiSed^^^^^

""^
-l^'

^^ ""^^^ «"« t"al!
That IS what the defendant now intei de to s ow'- ''fh!t f ^^^.f.

"*'«'«'" oi the Chronicle
In fact, the defendant was not at all in t e Provh^^ u^n lu ^V*'"^"?.,^^^

not malicious.
This closed an investigation that oom^letX WndtSK^^ P"'^^^^^-^-"

i^£^P^' 'J"?*.U!»-Jiar ' ~ V


