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their &tories differ, and we see ýno reason for diffening Ire

him in that respect î
Mach was souglit to be ma&de of the f act that in puttÉ

in some affidavit ini conuiection with another miniug clai

the respoudent admitted that hie swore te having doue wc

that was uot doue until afterwards, but ail that ît is necesse

to, say as to this is that the, learued Judge no doubt gave ti

circum6tance due cousideration in eoming to his conclusii

and that if the testimony of the parties were lef t out of c%

sideration, the undoubted factsand circumstaCeeS te whic]

have referred lead irresi8tibly to the conclusion to whieh

learned trial Judge came.

The resait is that the appeal fails, and ia dismiased w


