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nr equivocHl cniuluct inktrunicntiil to their pecuniury iidvant«Ke ; leeking u wai

loiiuht by tlie Ill-Client IMiiiiitifl', toexpunne a debt by dnniRKei.

TliMt the DelcndHiitx were admitted to have lo»t £400 by the act ofthe Plain*

tiff'. IliH couiuel cuuld Inirdiy deny that hii conduct wui obnoxioua to luipicion.

It wax indirectly admitted Ihut hiii conduct mJKht have juitified an attachment

of bin cflTect*. fie therefoie could liavc no ju»t cauie of complaint a^ainit the

DcfcndaiitH— iiiii ititUHtion nan the con>ci|iienco of hiv own iniiconduct— of the

deceit which he bad iitacliu'd ; and, however cuniideiationii of humanity might

pr<inipt n ^yl1lpHthy with hi* arrmt and it> poitsiblu cuntequenco, no feelings of

iMdi(;nation could justly nllacb to the creditor who bad fuflerrd no largely by hii

folly, bin niiNCoiiduct, or his fraud.

The Iciiriicd ( ounnel cniitcndvd thnt the justification of the Defendanti' con-

duct niiKhl be collcctfd from the I'hiintifl' hinuelf; from the palpable grounds

iif del'eiire which he hiiiiKcIf hnJ unconkciously furnished in evidence. That al-

thuuch the IMnintiH' Imd iiijoyed every advantaijc in the maturing and prepaia-

tioii of hii case, and the nmrc odious features which had shocked and revolted

the public mind in the course of the former trials had been softened or concealed,

and all uiifivourablc circumstances endeavoured to be explained away
;
yet lliat

the facts, lis they were even now submitted, were little calculated to reflect cre-

dit upon the PlaintiflT, or to enlist the sympathies of the Jury in his behalf, and
when taken u connection with the evidence which the Defendants had it in

their power tu adduce, would show how slender were the Plaintiff's pretensioni

to appropriate to himself any share of the eulogiunis which had been so lavishly

bestowed. That the case submitted to the consideration of the Court and Jury,

Was not that of a ycmiig man in the dawn and morning of his days, whose pros-

pects had been l)li;;lit('(l by the mistaken rigour or relentless cruelty of a credi-

tor ; it was that of a delitor seeking to derive a benefit from his own misconduct.

That from the case as disclosed by the Plaintiff, it was manifest that at the time

of en'ectiing the purchase of the hats in question his credit was prostrated ; and
that he laboured under an inability to meet his cngHgements, That the purchase

wa'« evidently made at a time when no necessity dictated ; and was to an amount
unjustilied either by the means nf the Plaintiff, or the extent of the business in

which he was engaged. That the purchase was not one dictated by necessity
;

neither could it have been made with reference to the pretended wholesale bu-
siness of the ensuing spring . for it cuuld not have escaped the attention of the
Plaintifi', that the contemplated importati''i <. articles of a similar description,

to the extent of .€1000 or .£l.'iUO, would materially diminish the advantages of

the purchase, and reduce the profits which mi, ht otherwise have been calcula-

ted upon. That the PlaititilV, while in a state of acknowledged insolvency, had
been guilty of bestowing preferences— that he had dischaiged debts of long stand-
ing by surrendering a part of the Defendant's goods—that this was almost imme-
diately afterwards followed by a disposal of his entire stock at cost prices— a sale

justified by no exigency
;
prompted by no decently plausible motive ; and which

comprehended articles of indispensable necessity, even in the new and more
extensive business in which the Plaintiff professed it to have been his in-

tention to engage. That it evinced a reckless contempt on the part of the
Flai:. ff, for the understandings of the Jury, gravely to contend that he had it

in coiitemplation to pay for the goods purchased from the Defendants, by nieani;

of his spring importations. The few of the notes obtained from Bridp:' , which,
under any circumstances, were susceptible of being employed in tht purcii. sr

of exchange, had been given to creditors hf . ,—and no reniittancf,, I\o'.ve" >.

•

large, could have overcome physical impediments and enabled the > '»>ii<^ i** to

introduce into this Province in the month of May, goods which could uoi be ex-
pected to leave England till the middle of April. That a comparison of the
FlaintifTs means with his debts betrayed an utter inability to embark in a whole-
mle business, or to establish a credit in England ; or to make those remittances
by t'-hich i^loKC the credit of the preceding season could be extended or confirm-
ed. That one fp.ct, admitted on all hands, was conclusive : namely, that none
of the creditors u- d hteu paid up to the present hour. That it betrayed an un-
eiainpled li-nrdih-xiv.' :i thr oart of t'' : Plaintiff, under all the circumttancei of
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