
b See you aibout Toy Money. T wish lmr to have il 1,1 ne

plt in l Mehat Banka ir l rut fo ý m."

?athier 1~go~said he wri o le eling hlm \0hal \wa«

eontiained iii Ill' orcad (oýulr while iii the, box

Ilte itat he Su1bseuenutly' saw Ie sani bohi hui

of the reecipi of 11h( letter' Jfont Fahe langlo, whein

Thewes rpid nt 11) 11111( w hept'est saîd. It 's
4herefore apparent tlai ait th(' ureo his tonversation.

the imnds of boîih Couiter and Thewes wore directed to the

order giveîî by Thewes lis toi the iniy îhiuthe latter

alleged was ini Culters pos,(sessio. ;1ud to the, demand lie

had directed Father L-anglois to inake.

Theri %%a, no coirrob)orationwaee of the defendantji's

statement as to lis payment of the $1,000 to Thewes, thc,

learned Chancîelo holig that hie onus nt proving that it

biad niot beeni roqqeived b)ý th0 deueased(ý rested on the' plain-

tifs. WNith great repect, I think Yi Larnd in Po holdin.g.

Without adverting~ to other faels appearinig in ev 1ne

think thoise io whîchi 1 have refurred are siffliient, lu cast

the_!pnus iipon the defendant of shewing that the money
vas poaid over by h binI Thiewes.

The, appeal nuins be allowed ana the judgmaent direeted

la 1w entererd for the defendant set aside, and judginent

entered for thw plainif for $1,000, ,vith interest fromi Lite

29th May. 1900, with eoats, includig the (qos of itis

motion.

Davis & ]lealy, WidosoIu-itors for plaintiffs.

JW. Blanna, Widosltrfor. duitfedai.

$TRE~T, J.MAmni 14T11. 190%.
TRIAL.

(iURNEY v.TIDN

('~st8~-Âdd (lit Dernats-' efti Qrder.

At the trial on 29tL Junie last, the qunestion xas rsre

as ta Mhe dispositon et the cos of cerai pIesu (dohn tin

ths infant dlefendants), whno were addod a1s deufenidu1ta l1ter

the adjourmnt of thle trial on the 1 4th Januiarypries

8-rRxEC J., Iheld, after a peruisal oif ilhe reporter'"ý notes

made at the tral that i appeared. that leve was givn to

Mhe plaini te mke ail mNeesar amndînets and bring


