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of money l‘o’i his busineas, Vbutbthiu could be proved of most business men. His credit was always good,

and he loft a estate, while it may well be inferred that Woodwards need of the money was much more
pressing than Bailey’s, inasmuch as he hns twice been en etat de s/'aillitcw. The following was the judgment
appealad against, rendered by the Honorable Edwnrd Short, J, 8. C., at Sherbrooke, 30th Juno, 1858

““The Court having heard the parties by -their respective’ Counsel, und examined the plendings, evidence
and procoedings of record in this cause, and on the wholo delibernted, considering that ‘tho Plintiff hals
estublishod that the said Defendant, in hor said quality avas indebtod to him in twonty-six penads one
shilling, tho balance of Plaintif’s account for goods, wares and merchandizo sold and delivered by the
Plaintff to the the eaid late Joseph Bailey, and to the said Defendant, and that the swne was and Jis‘ecom.
pensated by the sum of eighty-six pounds one shilling and four pence reccived by the said Plaintiff, of Nel-
son & Butters of and for the usc of the™said Joscph Bailey, as pleaded’ by the said Defendant, dotl adjudge
and declare the sum of twenty-six pounds one shilling to have been hefure the institution of this netion ful-
ly paid, and compensated, and doth dismids the Plaintiff™ action, with costs, distraction of which is awarded
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