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1 sas oe.judgment to which ou allude con dered by thpse persans w o heard itand Corrspondenekinew the facts ofi the case, pardtial and vindictive ?-t Wss cnidrd ~ .orespictîn

Judge le

Enclosure 4, in No. 1.
. Sir, Sherbroke, 20 p il'l8à6.'

i AvE to acknoivIedge the receipt of your letter of the i 2th inst., inclosing a copy f ainstextraordinary document, purporting to'be an address of the Provincial Assenbly tobis Exeency the Governor-in-che impugning my character and conduct as thejudge ofthis district, inthe most unmeasured ternis, andi concluding with praying o i imsafrom that office, which I havenow holden for 13 years last past. phis communcatiois
accompanied.by a printed pamphlet of near 2 folio cOn tainin acopy a a tpreiiosreport.on. îvhich.the address is stated to have beefoiunde Ictamge aicopyvofna '(asthat illustriovs bàdy is pleased to call it) which was adducetobe hr the eiee (asoccasion.. , , .ore the committee,on that

it 'May be'rightperaps, to uapprize bu that these papes only came to'hand "yesterday,'t aPPearinÈ,* frOi the post mark. at'Quebêc, that they ivere tool]ateý for the mail of the i2th;the post for this part of the province sets out from Quebec twce a weeh omly, on Tuesdtysand Saturdays, and arrives here génerally on the third day lowing; that is to Say, on teàcceeding Friday or Tuesday, unless delayed by an unusuawly had state ai the raads. nThè onlywitnesses who appear to have been examined during the last Session re EdwardShort, George Kimball, and Silas Horton Dickerson, and, if nt wcre passible ta lay asid,the disgust whiàh such gross falsehood and oisrepresentation must necs sity ieI should say tlat any person in my station who sas thus accust ougct rather te feelgrati fied at the intrinsic refutation.of their own calumnieswhicly is contained inthe testimony.cf thesê men.
With regard to the statement of Mr. Edward Short, the dagmatism and effronterr ithwhich lie advances the most absurd positions, and, the scurrility aod. abuse whch fe vomitsforth against any wl o'may have too much knowledge i the Sbject ta admit the,are so highly characteristic, that, if the name of the authorwas omitted, no one iho isacquainted with the man could hesitatè with regard ta the persan to hom it wa to ieattributed. rt must, evidently, have been imrassible for me, i the very few hourswhichave elapsed since the receipt of these documents, to enter minutely or largely into theenormous mass of foul siander which they cuntain;, but it requirs only a single glancetodetect sòme of the fallàcies which occur in every ine. Mr. Short says, for exaple, thatthe judge refused, for some years, to entertain suits in the provincial court where he causesof action arose out of the district; most undoubredly he did. Can any man who reads thestatute by wbich the district was created and the court establisbed,,entertain a doubt thatit was a court of local jurisdiction, or that any judgment feundedn acause am action arisigout of thatjurisdiction would have beeai erroneous and void ? This gentleman also complainsthat thejudge declined to receive a notarial co>v of a wili as of equal authcnticity with theprobate ; assuredly tbe judge would so act if hi mas in any degree canpetent for the exe-cution of his duty; a man might make 2o wills in a month before diffrent notaries, andthe one produced might have been the first of the series; whereas it is essential, in oarder tathe obtaining of a probate, that the testament offered for that purpose ssifld a proved tohave been the last testament which was miade by the testator. 1dr. Shortniy perhapsnverhave been n any court in Doctors' Commons, but lie can scrarcely ta s ignorant as nvot tknow this; but these are merely specimens taken at rando:n; every part ora hid Statentis of the sane description ;. lie everywhere evinces the saie reliance on the uttemignoranceof those who may peruse it; and, ulion the whole, 1 aln disposed ta think the developeinentof charabter which has bere taken place may be useful ta such as tay hot have d tie saineopportunities oi.personalobservation which we have possessed in this district. This manslate partner Mr. Peck, who wàs one of zny former assailants, (but whod itnd it covhiéntto engrate to the state of Illinois last year) was exactly suc11 anther person; each o thenpossesses some talent; their veracity and their principie ar n preciscy equal, and they were,in all respects, miost fitly associated.

stMr. rniaball's statenient, thaugh, upo the whole, Most grossly false and calumnious,stil contains saie truth. It is true that the jude ai this district has always lilden thatthe provincial staite hi 34Ge. 3, c. h regulates the negotiability of promissoryiotes, is actally in force tone; and, iIs,*there can be no doubt with régard to the casesin 'ývliicli a'blaiik endorsement an a noate cloes ar does not convey an înterest ini LowcerCanada, whatever may be the case in England. .
The judge is sufficiently aWare of the provisions of the British statutes 3 & 4 Ann. c. 9,and 7 Au". c. 25; and as he had, for more than 2o years, as xany cases bef3re bi, relativeto negotiable instrunents, as most men in London, ad ivas fully s cqfainted ivith thepractice there, it is not very likely that lie should be ignorant athe diferely ce u the statutelaw of the two countries in this respect. With regard to Mr. Kinibale's curio s analysisof the phrenological charcter of the judge, it raav be àinly l.ft t sbal k' foriseli witoutany conimuéntary. The witiess is suflciently kino f ta render eis opinions've f arilss1 There is one circuistance which must have struck bis Excellency orcib, i i astaken.the trouble of perusing this paper, which is, that the witnesses havefocnerlly avoided m'en-tioning dates. 'lie majority of the cases which ticy speak of(or uch a tea m a etuadeyexisted, for there arc somue-mentioned of which I have now no rchllcti) oa tureda as270i elieve,


