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answers, knew thi to be untrue. But the jury had foum
thee representations were not inaterial, aud they had nq
fraud.

After a clo6e cnieaion of the tvidence, the learned
said that he was of opinion that the findings of the jury tl
answers were not rnaterial and that there was no f raud n
set aside as unsatisfactory.

In bist opinion also, the case wýas one m i which the Court
exervise the pow-ers eonferred by sec. 27 of the Judicature ~
preneunce final judgmnent instead of diiecting a new trial.
case were sent clown for a second trial, no fresh evidenc4
usefully be given on behalf of the plaintifT, and the Court
the materiais before it to enable it to deal finally with the

Thie appeal should b. allow-ed with costs and the ac~
disinid %ith costs.

Appeal aix
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