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Full Court.] [May 8.

McASKILL V. POWER.
Bullof ale-n.rffiientdesriOti0fl- Finding of trial judge as to question e

#OOertY-,Forin of execution-Protection of sherifl

A bill of sale given by M. to plaintiff described the property conveyed as

flw 5. " 6One horse or mare, three cos two heifers, sheep, cart, ahi my

fairning imnplements."

Held, that the description wvas jnsufficient.

famThe evidence showed that M., being about to heave the Province, sold bis

)ani Stock, etc., to plaintiff, but returned in a short time, and occupied the

farn' under an agreement to redeem it, and treated the stock as his owfl, sel1-

'neg and otherwise disposing of it as he saw fit.

Zleld, in an action brought by plaintiff against the defendant sheriff wbo

leidupon the stock in satisfaction of a judgmrent recovered against M., that

th' trial judge was right in finding the property levied upon to be that of M.

He/d, further, that an execution not entithed in the cause, but giving the

nan'es oIf the parties to the cause in which the judgment was recovered, and

the date and amount, was vali d and sufficient to protect the sheriff.

W* «4- Henry, for appehiant.
J. A. Chisho/m, for respondent.

P"'h Court.] 
[May 8.

WHITFORD V. ZINK.

Motion for restitution of Oroperty-Cost.
Plaintiff purchased at sheriffis sale' goods of defendant which were sold

ulider execution issued on a judgment recovered by plaintiff agairlst defendant.

The judgment under which the sale took place was set aside and a new

trial ordered. This resulted in a second judgment for plaintiff, and the goods

aler gain sold and bought in by him, but, in the interval betweefl the settiflg

afdo tfirs j udgment and the new trial, there was a motion bydfdat

fo ettution of the property.

brl that the order applied for could flot be made, plaintiff havillg in the

rnitin at defed a good tithe under the second judgmeflt and execUtiofi,

eu Whas defntite having been entitled to succeed at the time the motion was

rnae Wasentiledto an ýorder for his costs.

P . U ade, Q.C., and W B. A. Ritchie, Q.C., for plaiIItiff.

'ysdale, Q.C., for defendant.

P"Court.] 
[May 8.

P-iaiudg-po McDOUGALD V. MULLINS.

--Re Pwer to amena' order for judgment in case o/ error in taking

Ren'edY by appea/-Prothonotary-Duesurey mitlisteril

Atthe conclusion of the evidence given on the trial a verdict, by consent,

WaS taken for plaintiff for one dollar damages, and an order was prepared,

Itlýand filed. It subsequently camne to the notice of the judge that the


