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Fuy Court.]
Biy MCASKILL 7. POWER.

of sale—Insufficient description— Finding of trial Judge

Property—Form of execution—Protection of sheriff.
fonoasb.'l‘]‘ of sale given by M. to plaintiff described the propert
farming ; One horse or mare, three cows, two heifers, sheep, cart,

g implements.”

[;:;i"; t%la.t the description was insufficient. . .
arm, s el:ldence showed that M., being about to leave the Province, sold his
arm,ungc , etc., to plaintiff, but rett{rned in a short time, and 9ccupxed the
ing anq :trha" agreement to redeem it, and treated the stock as his own, sell-

Hely .erw1se d.lsposmg of it as hf: s.aw ﬁt..
levieq » In an action brou.ght by plaintiff agains
the trialpfindthe stodf in s.atlsfac.tion of a judgment'recovere

He[djuf ge was right in ﬁndlqg the propt.:rty lc':wed upon to
Nameg of’t}i‘"hel‘,‘that an execution not.entxtled‘m the cause,

¢ date ; parties to the cause in whlcp the judgment was r«':cove

w Zn amount, was valid and sufficient to protect the sheriff.

J - 4. Henry, tor appellant.

- A. Chisholm, for respondent.
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WHITFORD 7. ZINK.

Pla: Motion for restitution of property—Costs.
derl:;nt'ﬁ_p“‘i‘:hased at sheriff’s sale goods of defendant which were sold
Theﬁcutmn issued on a judgment recovered by plaintiff against defendant.
tria] o, deJr“dgmenF under which the sale took place was set .aside and a new
€re aga: ed. This resulted in a second jud.gment for plaintiff, and the gof)ds
aside of tg sold a'nd bought in by him, buF, in the interval between the setting
OF rest tu‘,e first judgment and the new trial, there was a motion by defendant
ot lon of the property. o
fantime that the order applied for could not be made, plaintiff having in the
Ut that g fvamred a good title under the second judgment and execution,
ade wase en.d ant ha"mg been entitled to succeed at the time the motion was
F. p :;mled to an order for his costs.
ysd ade, Q.C., and W. B. A. Ritchie, Q.C., for pl
Ysaale, Q.C., for defendant.

aintiff.
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McDoUGALD 7. MULLINS.

o ?‘fa[ ]ud . .
= Reif—P”w” t0 amend order for judgment in cast o./ error in taking
Aty edy by aﬁpeal—l’rot/wﬂofary—Dutt’e.r purely mm,;/g.ﬂal,

35 tal e conclusion of the evidence given on the trial a verdict, by consent,

€n for plaintiff for one dollar damages, and an order was prepared‘

a
Se;
Sled ang f d i judge that the
ed. It subsequently came to the notlce’of the judge



