
f piiiti«*o, whirli said afyreonxcn' is not inoiilI(»iiO(l ii» IIh* 'uid R«'< i»<»ii(li'iif

<lo<-larati<»n in the said cauHt' fyied, uud lialli iu» relation to lIuMloinaiid in

(he said declaration t'ontaincd.

FoLUTiH.v—That althoviglj by tlio said ajjToeniPut tho said Rospondciil

botmd himyflf to do and jn'rlonn ci'tlain woik andlalior, lor him Ihenaid

A[)|H!llant in coiisiilfrali-m whiMvot' the said A|)|)L'ihuil jironiiscd to pay nnio

him the :<ai(l Uespondenl a certain Hun of money, vhen the said work and

iahonr was bv him tlie.said llespondent d(jne and performed, and althonoh

the said Respondent hath not yet done and perturmed the said work anil

lalxMir, and the said a<»reenK'nt remains open and nidnllilled, yet the Court

below bv Iheir said .In lijment hal!i awarded unto the said Uespondcnl a

larire suiu of money for (lie said work and labor.

Fk'TIIly—That the actioj; and demand ag-ainst the said Hcspondciil

>vere j)retnafureandimfoiindefl ar.d on<»'htt(< liavelu'cndcsmissed with cost-.

Sixthly—That the said Court beloAV in and by the said Jud<rmenL

liath disMiissed Ihe Incidental demand of the said Appellant with costs, and
because the said Court below ought to lia\e maintained the Incidental de-

mand of iiim the said Appellant, and to have awarded unto him the con-

clusions by him in that l>ehalf taken.

SEVENTUtA'—Because the said Judgimiit of the Coiu'l below h repug-

iiant, incongruous and contrary to law and evidence.

giicbec, 2 let July, 1818.


