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a new trial on the grotxnd that the entriti in
MIcK,.1s books werc improperly adniitted in

J/fed reversing the judgment of the court
below, that the evidence was properly admitted
andi the rule foir a new triai should be dis-
chargcd.

A ppeai allowed.
1k1,è/don, Q.C., and C. A. Palmer for appel-

hînts.
ilLeod, QC.,and A, S. W/ite for respondent,

[April 30.

Ev'd~'ce-Adîccbi/tyo/-A etion for libel-
I'roof of dr'n- .otaro-Re-

In an action for libel contained in a letter
ptilblislied in a newspaper and allegeci ta have
bmei written by the dr.féndant, the publi,,cir tu*

the newspaper was calUed as a witness ta prove
that it wvas so written. He swore that the
original MISS. w.as enciosed in an envelope
bea ring the post-niark of the town where defend-
ait resîded, and that it was accamnpanieci by a
letter requesting its publication, which letter
w;IS signed by ciefendant's name; that the
INS S. was destroyed after publication. and that
bu had o knowledge of defendant or af bis
handwriting, but an receiving a letter frein hlm I
sime tive weeks later he %vas able ta say, front
his recollection of the MSS., that it was in the
5sanie handwritin,, as such letter. This evideoce
%vas received, subject ta abjections, and sub-
înitted to the jury, who gave a verdict fur the
plaintiff.

He/d, affirining the judgrnent of the Suprenie
Court of Newv Brunswick, Gwynne, J., dissent-
ing, 0iat the evidence %vas properly receiverl.

f1eld, aiso, Cwynne and Patterson, J. J., dis.
."nting, that evidence couid be given te show
that defendant had changed the character of
his signature since, the action tvas conunenced.

Appeai disniissed.
W#Ieddn, Q.C., and Gregary for the appel-

Tant.
llsUmngion, Q.C., for the respondent.

[April J(X
HAFX 13ANlicîr Co>. v. MzvA'rHFW.

Chattel nJ4at~Ato ojet aiWde
Frauduli as againstl eioc-- 3 Li.
c. 5-Rçhl of creditor of rr or
redemr.
i-laintiffs having recovered judgnient ûgainst

one H., issued execution under which. tlhe-
sheriff prcfessed ta seli certain goods of B.
and gave a deed ta plaintiffs conveying the
"share and intrreit ".of H. in said goods. H.

had convz-yed the goods te the deferidant by a
rnortgage made six rnonths before the recover>'
of the plaintiffs' judgnient whieh rnortgage
covered ail the goods proposed ta be sold by
the sheriff. The plaintiffs filed a bill te set this
rnartgage aride as frauduient und.2r Stat, of
Eliz. and fraudulent in fact. The court belonw
heid the mortgage good and disînissed the bill.

Hld, affirniing this judgment, that no fraud
being shown and the plaintiffs not ofeéring to
redeern the niortgage, tÉe action was rightly
disrnissed.

Appeal disinissed.
W B. Ross, for the appeliants.
I'ed. Peters, for ýthe respondents,
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Mr-NEILL v. HAINES,

Sa/e of stamdine limber-Real estate or chattels
-Sale of ri,'ýhi le cut tiànber for 2o years-
Subseçnient sale to venadop of the came timber,
Where ane sold and assigned. te another ail

the pine timber lie might choose te cut for 'zo
years, wvith the riglit te mnale reads ta get ta
and reinove the same, and a covenant that the
grantee might, without let or hindrance from
anyone, cut and -exnove the said tituber,

I-Ied, that this timber sa soid together with
the rights iimparted ta the purchaser were an
interest in land.


