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discharged, the piaintiff indertalng ta enter a nolle proscqui V.C .W. Wooln v. SC'AaTI. No0V. 12.
on î)ie cotints for a1 ialicieus prrîseeittinî 'lite costs wiJrc Vendor an1uctsr-pcfi erforimanlce-Omli$Sioit a]
theu taiced aiîd paud togy.tlîer with the dainages for (lie libel. 1a lerni. qi thte siî/tiniJst/
In 185.5 the pla.illtif!' ctnnenceti a fresh action w_,ainst lte1lli wero pbicIÇ1: Saeinaetrt bevsdefendan lo i aits 1rscto upo 1h an a.11< e 0WtL udeiotesatdiialttrt rwrdefedantfor alle )roeettioi tipn Ile sý.111j 1thIle, terns Sofi letîiîîg îvere at a certain rent ani for aI stateci

",ins01tegoid fIl cinpelg-bo1ý,l oson a rtide obiaiiied by thc-ulcfeîîdant to st-ay ail fartdier pro-t ! iie l'le bIre-Wtr.,. ý1oer sîd aiu agýetît ta look at the
cecd faiton te Counmde tu ctionhmgbogt flgaits aboue aîund mi scuss Ille îens, a-reed ta Îtke il cerdîilig ta

goo fhlî te Cîi mae uel rde bslut.1 tige letter. Subseîpicntly Ille owneIIr requircd a preniia of

C.C.R. Rî:c. 1). SMuîrir. VÇtv. 24. £500. l'le brevers filedl a bill1 lo enforee speei ic perfornm-
Shooingu-ili teI murder-àisake as to person ac, and (lite owncr aclducedl a ineittoratiduliu ilade 1w tho

.S/ootng it/ inentbîewers' agent te shiev tat lie £500 liurin,'d( part of tlîj bar-$hti. gain. anîd èalled evidelice to prove thai il? a previctts oflýr ta
If A., inteiîding- to murder B. shoots at ani %vûtiîus (,., aitotiier brewer, tit stiîîi wvas iinenlioned. 'l'ie former evi-

tiipposing hiin Io be B., lie is giltly of %voliningl) C., Wîith detice faile(l, billthei latter was contiirinet. The brewers lia
inteîît ta mtilder hil, for lie intendsîo kill tha persoti at whloni coinmeîîced alteraticîts i Itle lireinuses.
lie shoots. IIe/d, tliat Ille ofilbr ta the plaiîîîiliý oinittin 'g tic £500 was
C.C.R. ltx . l)ixo.x. Nov. 2.1. clearly a rniistake, andi tuai specific perflormance Siuolild nt
Larce i -Finding Iost iote-ileazzs*ofdicrn ateler- cered

1>'risoner's belief t/tai t/e teliwer could bc traced. C. of A. iotwu.<r v. Mouu.r.v. Nov. 13, 1-1& 17.
Upon azn indictmiut for steaiing a note, %vas found by the Tenant for ?ife paying a.#*bonîd debs-Ilis rig/tt Io chtange

Jury tat the note was ioqt by Ilhe prosecutor aîîd foîînc by the inheritancc considcred-Distinction beliccen a tenant
the prîsoner. There ivas no evidemîce thai the ntote liai ativ forifepaig/bndbsaiicmbacsorctarges
Dame or nîlier mlark tpon it indicaiing Io wh)oin il belonged, ait the i îu iali,ce consiltîcd-Cosis.
nor wa§ thiere evideiîce cf any otlier circumnstances wîi chi
îvouid di5close te te priscîter aI the timne whien hie fouind il, F., bcing tenatl for life cf ati esate wvith remaitîder to hies
the means of discovering the ovmter. 'sons iii tail mnate, pays MlI bond debts created hy tlle cievisor ;

He/d,~~ tlaieeud e i oîice fireuy ihnh takes ne steps to niake stiech paynlents iegai cliaru. on
the Jury, beiîîg- asked wiiether at or aftier the tune cf f did iej inîrtaue 'Iwuty l arsa1efentledteulie beiieved ihat there wvas niol a reasoîîable probabulîty Iîîît sectrities. A bill1 fi'ed by UiterŽîa represeîîtatîves of F.,
the owner coîîld be fnnd, bail aîîswercdl that lie did believe seeking le have tue amnounit of Ilte bond debls, wvh lic~
the onrcudb iedliiaid, declarcil char4res lîpaît dIe estate, xvas. on1 appea.

ewncr~~~~ tildbetaud îiriniii,- the ilecisjiin cf the V. C., disuniisscdl wviîi costs.
Q.B. (Irelanrd.) IIAUGIiTON V. M~ORTrON.

Cent rcct-Satute of frauds-Consiructive s¶ignature. D IV IS I ON C O URT.
A sale-itote for absolitte delivery cf the goods is inadL at (Rieports in relation fi)

the time cf sale, but nulot d by te parîy. l'le Sale k s
referrcct te iu a ietter %ritteîî before action broug-ht, signiie by lMe(SSet V. Gltl.AT INol*iltEî BAILWAY CcM.ipiy.the party te lie boind iii %itieii lie algdtuat the sale ivas C.s.Nv 1 85
conditional. Pro/tibitioit-Lo.C.- Pece f Jtdge te grant a. iiewstriai-

He/d, (disscntienîc, Lr.rnoy, C. J.) iliat there wvas tic ilote 9 ý- 10 Pic., ch. 9.5, sec. 89, and thte 14ist ru/e of pracicein Nvriting under the Siattt of Frautîs.inteLoCurs

Q.B. trr 1. Coïî.r. Dec. 6 &'* 7 Vie Judge of a C'o. C. lui vzg rejused uipon th e day of th e
Q.B /carinbo t; Zgrant 7 uezv tinal, canu -,ratit eile at thte

(Sittings aftcr 7.!rm, at Wcsînimiisîer, before rut.i:, J1.) next colirî.
Presumpto:t agai.nst a prisoner.frotîr conduct of counsci ai 7'lue p/a iil/ji i pro/ti/uitiou brou g/tt an action in the LCo. C.

former trial bel zz.'ecn the sautielparics. againsi t/te il wfens. auîd i' ljtaîd il verdict. Imm.ne-
On the second trial cf ait iiîdictinent for pierjîiry, freshit - diatety afier t/te trial thje dleJee:ndanlts appllicil ta tlie Jzidge

nasses for tue defence wvcrc calteci te prove ltcis cenfrii"ý *fora iîcw triail. t/ai al)l>liciit : ras cSpp'usedl:y the plain.
the prisoner's azilleîied faise scIlcenIt. A witîtess callcti 1». tiff, and thte .Tude .efre ta g rait it. AI/t flcatcr,
the proeaciiier lo conîradici a fact deposeti te by tiiem, W':îS file <zp/lieatwon bein~ rceneiced ii ascLqt'cnce of ant inti-
allcwedt te prove that on the former trial a partictîlar questionl iiati;oufrourz t/te Judge y /s/flit/t Judge granted a iiew
was put te hitn cn ]lis crcss-exain.iaiouî by ltte prîenter:s trial:
counsel, iii Oeru te show îliat ai tîtat lime hIe pntsoiîcr. Icd. t/îat. ti'i Judge /uaring nnce deterninied t/te milticr,
cotinsel liai notice cf th tusîimouîy nio% igivezi, but diii net and refuscdl te- grant a nerw trial, ltttdgneietcuasfinal.
venture te eall tue witiîes-ses. Thtis ivas a denitîirrer te ai declaratien iii prohiibitionî. Tho

original actiont va lried it te Co. C., and a verdict was
CitA NCA C ~ASES fotiïiit fotr tic plaiuitifif, damnages £.1 *ls. Ant applicationt was

thuit Ma-de Ily the dfuatt advocate for a tîu rial, which,
M. R. DIXON V. GAYFEfE. Nov Io & îî , vaspptsed by te advorabe for Ilte paintifi anid refused by

tlle iîîde, antd tue jîidgiint wats entered aînd Ilte <lainagesVendor and .purchaser-Pur/tasc iet consideration (If and cosis paid. Th e frwrsttanctîtur place toid
anizuityI-Làargc, onl lan;d. lte auvocate for tue dleesiîdaîtt thant lie ltad rccîsitleued t

IVîere an agreement ivas Matie for lte pîtrcha'ýte of a pro- mnalter Und -,Vas disq-aîisfieîi wviti lit(, verdict and iui lu cVît refu-
perty in consideration partly cf alit nnuity te bc grantcd, ,al cf a iiew trial, aiti titat if lie vouild apply agaiiî for a new
payable for tue life cf te vciidcr ant wo allier persants, andi trial ai the iîext coutîr for tule place v.iture tîte trial teck place,
the SUrviVer Of thCM te bc seured by bond. lie woîiid grant il. The ilpticatueti was acci.rdingiy inade,Held, that Illo ferrn of Ille agreement showeduian intention anîd a1 niew trial ivas graîu.'ueeia ie eirto
te diSr.laîrge the land fromn a lien in respect ef an alinuity, Ill prciîibitiuti, aînd isstue taken as te whetltcr tie Judge
and tht tia aunîîity %vas îbareffcgre a persenai annîîity oi1l3. refused, a newv trial on te irst occasion, anîd il was foliîad

TIha case of Jlntcr vLrdAtsn 3 Eurie. .188. liodcod. t tIlat tîte Juilge iad daecidcd( ta refuse it.


