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reconveyance of the land. This conversation and the tbreats nmade were coin-
miunicated to C. who was asked to sign and retu-a a deed sent hier reconveying
the land to W. R. The deed was signed and returned ini accordance with the
request, and plaintiff thereupon obtained from W. R. a niortgage of the land
to secure the debt due to him. Registration of the deed made by C. having
been refused in consequence of an informality ini the execution, it was returned
to bier to be properly executed, but C., having obtained advice in the mean-
tine, declined ta re-execute thi. deed or to *-eturn it. Ini an action by plaintiff
ta recover possession of the deed or for a declaration that the land was the
property of W. R. at the tite lie gava the mortgage, the trial Judge found,
aînong other things, (i) that W. R. requested C. to reconvey the property ta
iim (romi fear of criminal consequences, which fears were the resuit of con-
versation with pl4.ntiff and ane C., a solicitor, and that W. R. when bie wrote
for the deed informed C. of bis fear that bie had made himself criminaliy
respansibie ; (2) that C., acting on the information conveye ;o bier- by W. R.
iad imder the be.1ef tlat lie had madle hinmseif crimiinally re« donsihle, executed
the deed ; (3) that C. had nt) knowiedge at the tinie that plaintiff intended ta
take the miortgage.

I-icd that the case came wvitbin the class of cases where the Court wijl
set aside the transaction for pressure and undue influence.

ild, that plaintiff baving requested W. R. ta proctire the re-conveyance,
inade W. R. bis agent for that purpose, and that hie coa.Ad not repudiate such
agency îwbiIe seeking at tbe sanie tiniie ta liave the advantage af the re-can-
vevance procured hy W. R. (rir C., and that C. %vas entitied ta biave sucb
t'e-:onneytince set aside ith casts.

E. Il. flell, for defendant. P. T. Congdon, for plaintiff.

1 ill) Court. KIR}Kî'ATJRJCK V. MIJUS. [Jan. i i.

i. t~r A'idc~c-SoIcior-A'~/ettIo allenid îrial- iVez/ia-opsnt(
reidlee verdit.
()n the trial of an action for libel witnesses w-ho biad read the paper con-

taining the iibei were allowed ta state ta whoin they thouglit the libel referred.
/111tbat the evidence was admissible. At tbe opening of the terni at

whb(i the case %vas set down for trial the jury cases were the first for trial, and
after tbe Court miet cases were set dlown for special (lays. Defenciant's attorney
iNas net present at the time tbis was being done, nor was lie represented by

Innsl ii onsequence, the cause was tried in defendant's absence, and
jtidginuent w-as given against bii.

/Ile, that under these circuinstances defendant wvas entitied ta a new trial
if he desired it, but only uponi payaient of casîts of the formner triai and of
argument.

The facts as shown b>' the affidavits 'vent ta show that defendant admitted
Poii; ation of the libel, and i ad expressed bis wiliingniess to apologize there-
for il, tel"lis jropased by plaintiff's solicitors,

/ldthpt plaintiff w-otid be entitled tu a verdict, and that asble lad agreedl
tce reduce tbe dailiages ta a naminal amiount the verdict should be aiiowed ta
stand sobject ta such reduction.

F 7. Congdon,*' for appeiiant. JA A. CAieholm, for respondent.
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