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NO'I'ICK OK AI'I'KAL.

'I'ilkc liiitici' thill tlir I lcfcii(hllits lii'i'cili licrrliv .\|i|ii'ill tn tlir Supl-cmi' ('iiurt of till- Xortll-

W'csl 'I'd-rildrii's in li!ii;i-. I'n>iii ihc uIkiIc ,1 ihIl;' nl ]iriiiiiiiiii(('il i'l lliis Mclinii \>y llic Iloiionihle Mr

.liistici' li.iiili'ini. nil llii' litli ilii\ III' l''clii'iiiir\ .
'

. I). IS'.il). whcrcliv lie fniiiid tliiil tlic slack of irraiii

ill dispuli' licrciii wiis llic |irii|icrl y ol lln' riiiiiililT us iiLiiiiiisI the I Xcfrnilaiits. upon the follovvinifr

;>TouM(ls:

—

I. Tliiil llir siiiil .liiduiiii'iil is c'oiilraiy In linv in as iiiiirh as llic Icanicil ,hiii;;-i' slioiild have

l»d(l tliat till' 13111 of Sale. rcfiTi'i'd to in I'lic rviiji'iiir lici-oiii, whs void as aj;iiiiist tile Defendants,

under t'lia|iter -1 i of the IJevised Ordinaiircs of the Ndrt li-West Ti-rritories.

'" -. That the said .liidniiieiil is conlriiTy to hiu- in as iiiiirh as the learned Jiidi-e sliouhl have

held that the said 15111 of Sale was \iiiil. as against the I )i'feiidants, under Chapter 411 of the Revised

Ordinances of the Xorth-West Territories.

:>. That the said .1 iiduiiient is contrary to law in as iinicli as the learned Judfre should have

h<dd that the said iSill of Sale was not duly proM'ii and that therefore there was no evidence whatever

of tlie said stack of i>-raiii lieliiL;- the propertv of the I'laintitf.

And take notice that the Defendanls will move the said Court at its next session, to 1)6 holden

lit Ke^iiia in the Xorth-W'est Territories on the ijiid day of .(iiiie. A. I).. IS'.IO. to rev(>rse tlio said

Judfrinent and enter .(iiil^-inent for the l)i feiiilants.

Dated at Calirarv. this 1st dav of Marcli. A. 1). ISlld.

•vHiTo Mi:>sits. Smiiii it Wkst.

Pltfs. Adves.

K. V. Davis,

Defts'. Adve.


