
therein mentioned is the design pro<IUceA
and sworn to by IRanisay as tlue one SeIeCtE

1 bave flot overlooked'the argument
appeal is to overrule tlue findings of th,
conflicting testiniony. 1 have already sl
no specifle findings uponi the inaterial qll
tween the parties. But the ruile invoked
save where there je a direct conflict of
inaterial point, and there are no c ' rcumstî
othier. This was pointed out in Morris
Gîr. 480, by the present Chief Justice of
Chancellor Strong, at 1. -187. Sec> also,
land, [1898] 1 Ch. 704 In the present
~cunstanees which, iu niy jud1gnicnt, ar(
outweigh fthe statements of the defendar
ivhere tbey arc in conflict witli the docul
nuony of the appellants' witnesses.

Iwould allow the appeal.
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