
IhALL V. BERRY-

RIDLL,.1 :Inthli. ajppvij, eouu-'el for both.li;ilartîeý

ýtate, thai either plaintifT or defuuîdalil~,ifrett

MatrLiltv ,ro wilïii and corri;pit puar- atiILe

thiat thiiý stattui-t( lt must bt -ndrdwlIfudt o

thetq referencu 11hi h 1 directed to tiu a-tu al oî a

the litiitil, a1 u' îi iol of the C~'ovri, 11- 1ný1td adt u.

wih he lit. t to a, signed lut thudtnat i î-pîwfte

Th'ils flidc enan duiieti. 'fluc effuet if (il 1 a-tr% Ili-

i»g is adinîitute ie diaotua, ini his judtiili, thu uudt"

atcoiiit is thiu correct one. It is a uzaitur of, urudî iiib

given to the witneCsses, and i nccordîiL, to thuw clcati.~

practice iu ()uitario," the Màsit-r 1i t:it- thuai ,idg ilit.

ùr1edib)Iiitv of tiiese \\iist 110011 v. Paltte, ý21 S. C. R.

1;~ 613 . ; antifle Fawuctit v. winter, 12. 0). Il.

'11wi plaintiff upon tiîk- appui relies ution a e.oîn1 ari',of

oif ihu dl-iiiieîd signature witb two signature., of Owt d-fenîl-

ant. t0w one to a receiît andi the' other to an idrsnn

uponi a cheque; but 1 amu unable to see that hî si- ' a al1

ý1egteu (inii ny judgîncnt it is weakem'd) iwsiicbi al coin-

paio.The evidunee of the defeiîdant, if onuii 1 r o

judIge of it sîniply as àt appuars in biaek ani \whitc, 111ghlt

have been ini sonie instances more ingenuions, buti iii i'nu \iho

Ilas not acui the witness can say how far hîs apparenti lieýtt-

tion -liould affett his crudit. Nothing i> îiort' ditnrîw1',,i

thain for ne who lias îlot bad the oppori unit -.1 suîig nt

lieaing11- a witness to aitcîpt te, say what woighî11 sioilil 1w

gi\t!i1 t'> an a1)parent : 5hufflîng.

'l' only otlier point is wlicther te tufi-nd1ant \Vîî- pire-

venmteti froin doing certain work bv t1w plinif orl iii, \wifc.

Thle -ates vas (Q. 3'21) t1lat the plajutif1 :~ili o Ilit. î'ffoct

thiat you were not to have vour few t. lmie to li)], liku, a

ciekeni crvop. but 1 lîad butter lenve o1Y froun unku t

until piu saw Mr. Br."Thcse mordsý maY iniimte any-

th1ing, frofîu a gentbeugsto toi a trucu-flent thiruat, accbrdl-

iingc to tho tout' anti unpl1asi. I cannlot itIl. 1I;ic bave vn~

the ketothe dry bones of thie ovidence. 1 haive oldy tlle

(Aid tptt'NMaster Iîad thewitness befo biîn, imti lie

('011l anti did determne the ruai utleut of he'word". 1 e

lias held that thîs was an order to stop buildinig thie funce4-,. It

was openi Io the Ma8ter so toa flini, and 1 -aîmot interfere.

Thei other-i inatters are too ('lear even for argumenit

The aijpeal wiii bu dismnissed with costs.


