
The or.Iy .liiiiigi! miitl.' in ilic RiKjjonili'ni'ii own »lal(rnpnt of hlii pnymcnls, is by the
alturulion of ihc Jmc, Oih OcIoIht 1851, to tlu; iriic diiif, !)ili 0<l,)l)cr ifMi.

By H|>|Kii(lix A, il npix-iirs tliul llic Hinoiinl .In.- on tlic Ui NovrniL
, 18CI, inslead

of bt in^ only J:m 1 1». (M,, u" prctcnd.-.l l.y the ltf..|M.iiilrnl, reiiily uinounird lo £130 1 1«.
ard iin L-xiuuiniilion ot ApjX'ndix H. .hIh'wi an indi'bii'dm-M at lliu iwtno duli; of JiMH
lis. Od. I'licHf rtoiiltM lire obtained from ilia vory maint! iluta, an those iniide iidc of by liiu

IU>r.pnndfnt in hi-, ciilcululionn, and whichever of them may bn conJiiihTt'd oorrvct," it U
iniiiiiff!.! thiit Ihc princi|)lf!i of itiipnliiti.m he hac ndopifd iirc ino.Mt gliiriiiKly crron.-oiii.
III! must Ihrrcfort- fail in supluininjf th.- prelfn»i«n» euunciatod in tin; first purl of hid
I'xct'piion.

A siniiiiir con<:hi«ion tho Appfllunt oubmitg must nccoHsurlly folhiw an examination
ol the M-oond prcicnsion of the Ufsponilcnt, viz : that tin- nmoiint rnl.T.-d in llm Inventory
of Ciiomm'H KHtalc! ax then due, it corn-nt

, and thaf, on credit beinf? ^ivt^n liim for tli«
num of £19 IHs. 3.'.<l. meiilioNcd in llie dis<ha-gr of dule tlie lOth Dee., |H,-,|

; hi« lender
of £53 12-., Od. will he fni.^id sum.i.'nt. In reality Ihe ailompi at a solution of the dilli-
cnlli.'H III lliisciUHe, liy ignoring all ransaciion-. prrvioiu to the Inventory, leads to llie
Jiidgirionl whieh was rrndere.l by the Court below ; an.l by exaelly following the preten-
sions eniineinieu by ihe lle-ponJenl in ihe .e,;ond purl .,| his exeeplinn, the b,l„nee .jne
will be found lo exeee.l his teiuier eon.idrrably. Hut Ihe Appell;,iil considers him.elf
en.illed lo lake u wider view of Ihe matter now in eonlroversy, and to examine the
entry in <pi..st,on upon its rnerils. The mulerials for such an ••xaminntion are furnished
11 a great measure by Ihe Respondent hinis.^ll, who has i„ his own pl.-a an.l in his state-
ment in .upporl of il, placed „p.m record, in d.Iail, the whole of ihe paynienl^ he ever
rnade to ihe .\pp,.||a..t, or lo Ihe purti.'s he represents; and it is respeeifully contended
thai no role of h. .v, nor unv mailer peculiar lo the pr,.,scnl action, cither prevents ihe
Appellan! from shewing a.. iror in such an entry, or sustains the Respondeni in lelyinsr
upon .1, Il II be really emmeous. The jo.Igment of the Curt below is evidently founded
up.mtt wrong impression of the facts ol the ease. All the payments, the i-.-, , tiou ofwhich IS in uispul,., were made b,fore ihe dal.- of the Iiivenlory. Tl e de^ ,

..'
..oiitained

in t K- first part of ihe ju.lgment, u,,on th. .puMtioi.s of imputation, - as therefore lotaliy
useless and irrelevanl if ihe entry in the Inventory was to be adopted without exttmin.i.
t.on, as conclusive. On the other hand, if the rules of imputation adopl,.d by the Courtwere corn.ct, and were ,o be ma.le i-se of in the case, Ihe secoiui par, of ihe judMucwas mcon>is,e,„ with the fir.,, inasmuch as il aclu.owledged as correc, that whid, itsown previous dec . ration proved to be wrong. In other words the judgment of the Courtbelow, cslablishcl rules of .mpntulion which c.mclusively showed the iuventory to begrossly iiirorreei, and ihen in effect dclared i. to b.. right. This could not huJo been
!"""'''; \"7' '" " '''ili'.V ^^''- -"-'I ''.V -I." .ni.-taken imprcsion of the Courtbelowjhal Ihe payments u.id. . discussion, were made suhsequem u, the dale r „,,Inventory, instead of before il. If this error had nol found its way to die mud- of ,|.emember, ol the Court below, there would probably have been litiie need of the presentappeal. It is phiin, however, th.l llie Appellani f,as „„, now to eonlend agai,., miydecision o the Court b.low, establishing the infallibilily of the Inventory

; but on llien lary here is a nr prcsump.ion from .he judgment, that it was the opinion o(

The Appelhm, iherefore eoefideully submits i„ this connection, that an entry in the in

shewn by statements A and B with that entry; and whichever of thos a^, :„ ^ ^be adopted as eorreel, the inventory x.ill be found lo be wrong lo a lar.^e ex n" Bmthe Appellant succeeded in causing ,o be produced and (110^ as nitoCti
the very calculations upon which ^,1 Notar; based ...: enll^l;;::;,:;'; win


