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matde could nlot have beeu mnade in oî'der to what lie did say, according to Mr. Teviotdale's
riduce in to vote or refrain from votiig ; andI evideite, was, "lie would have the patronage,this renders Sufferia's version of it iily ims- as lie was the choice of' the Governmnent, lieprobable. lie je, mnoreover, coîstradjcted by two wttuld have it wvietier elected or not elected ;witnesses besides thec respondent. Suff'eriu hins- adtling by way of explaîtation, as 1 uîtleistandself adînits, " 1 %as not iiuduced to support himi it, '' Lt was the, laying out of ntoney on theby titis ofier of thle $3,0OO(that is, as te the ]ay- roads antd appoitttnient of overseers. "iîtg ott of $3,OOO oit the' roatis iii ]tis townîship); There is a sliîht difference between tlic re-

it miade no dIefinite impression on tîty nîind at tlic tlnilit'4vron of titis speech anti that oftiine ;" anlid tîte t'ontlct of titis wittîess ivas soine of tile witîîesses ; but, taking themi in flicsnch as itot, iitîmatutaIly to t'all forth the reniark, strongest way again.st hiini, 1 have bet'n nablefront the Judge, that it n'as itot straigIîtforward to cotiVin<'e mîys4elS tîtat thèy corîstittute a cor--dealiîtg, anti vas calculated, and perhapLir rupt practiee or that tltey dillUer substantisiiypoely sa, to deveive. This also. tjt't toic frotti viat is ,constantl dIoe i' candidates, itsinvestigation of thte two othiet eitarges, lie iield inipressiîîg 11poît t'lectors tlie inmportanîce toto ho not proved. - Biut," adds tîte leariied tiensselves of [seinig represeiiteij by a ministeial
judge, '"the otîter elî'trgt's, if sevei'ally sworiî to cantdidlate.
by a credible svîtn,'ss, antd the tsnitc'd effet <,f 'l'lie ]earlied Judge Itoids tîtat suait lango:îgetheir testitnoriy is to overconit' the' elTect of tît ato notttoatofro mse 0'e
responldeut's lunsupported Nvurtl, I mnay be place or- eutloyient, ot a promise to procure,obliged to attacît sttci a deguve of importance to or to endeavoiur to procure, any plate or eu) -the combiniet tt-stiînoil of tîtese nies'sas to pînyntient to or- fori' n voter or- otiter persan,hold tise chtarg'es to wblîclt tlîey severaliy speak ivithin thte lit sec. nof 36 Vict., cap). 2, sudas sufficiently proved iii iaw a-aitt th' oPPosiug titerejit sve :îgrte tvitb ii hlm it lie hoid that ittestiiîony of tht' ep dn. aniounts to iudie influtence witliin the 72iîdThe learued Judge tîtei proceeded to investi- section of' 3 2 Vit't., cap. 21, or aceordiug togate the' reiuaiuing cliarges, hîoltding one' of tltem th caion law.
not proved, anid the ailier', viz., the Matîlîja.s lý''o prove ait offemîe eitliit titt.4ec-tioiinitisutHall speech, is aile about m'liehi tîttre i8 55o b e shown, eithem' titat thtysical foi-ce ivas uiseti orconfliet of evideuce. threatened, or that luis or danînage s'as eaîtsed

We ilav assîume, flîciefore, titat bttt for tie ai-o titreatentt 1:p101 or againit saine person inlearned judge's view tof that sp~eechî lic ivoulti ortier to indice or tomîtel sunob persýon to votehave disregarded thle imiitetl fort'e of tltc atdverse or rt'fr'ain fri'on vttig. TItis ivas neot a threat,testiniony ; ami itat lic taken tba saille view of linr (Ies it coule witii tht' deliniition of phy-that speecht whiclt we aie iliîlinied to do, lie sical for-ce or violenîce, or dloing anly loss orwould neot have varit'd blis fiuet deiitn ;poît lta1rm to any ont'. Cati it then ho bî'ongltt with-the other charges. iii the' reinainiug words, ' 1iii aniy mnarner prao-Lt wonld seeni that both the respondlent andi tise intintitiationi ?" To hti1nýtiîe case witltinbis opponent clainied to ho supporters of the titis brauci of the sectiont, it would, 1 presumle,ministry of tha dlay ; but that thic resîtondent be ilecesslry to show thîtt soine one haid beenclaiîned to be flte recognised utinisterial candi- initimidated, but it appears to nie to be quite inus-date, liaviîîg becît hoininated hy the ileforni possible ta 1101(l tîtat it coumes ivithin this sec-party. He claimedl furtber, that; bis oltpoiieit, tion ait ail. Tisere ivas no attentpt to workhaving originaily pietlged ituiself to stupport upon te fe.ars of any one ; it. sas rather uponiiin anîd thon coule ont iii opposition, cotld not Itîteir itopes or expectations ; anmi tvoull conte
ex ndc ttata alccofdence to tes cf on- matrc propeî'ly, if an offeuce at ail, witb ii theusiett, anlitacrdn ehsida fcu ribeti' clauses, but tlte leaîned .Tudg bas hlm-sttttoittîl practice, the patrontage in tue coîtati- self given the anssver to that.

tunîcy wotnld ho ini lus hauds, as the' bsiniiste- Baron Braînwoil, in refoence to tue evidence
rial catîditlate, wvhether elected or nt. necossary to briug a case withîn titis clause, isIt seenîis to ho adinitted on ail sities tîsat it reportedl to have sid : « Whes tht' lanuîage
svas felt to bc a grievance -if somne standing, of the act iii oxaminedl it ivill be found that in-tukt strangers were sent up to stipei'intend the timsidatioîi, to be witlîin the stattute, muaqt be
work on the' roids, and the' respoudent is suid to intimidattion practisedupon an iitdivitlual. I
have stated that whetbe- ehected or flot he do not ulean to s5f upoii one persoîl only, sowonld eadoiîvonr to get it rcnedîed. Taken it tinat it wottld flot do if practised rtpou two or
the rtîost unfavtanrabie view for tise rosporident, Ia dossen, biut there must ho an identificationt of


