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whiec

» and if [ 2°r8 upon him the rights of & citisen, gnd the females voted material to -

such evidence, is probable; amounts to a judgment of the court of his |and not to me. I will cite, withiout
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are strictly mﬁteﬂﬁt are toadd up | evidence may exist on this point put- fme. But in the case of Baskin vs. | House in 1824, ngea Shields in the | House of Representatives in a con-.
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