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afterwards the finding was ini favour of the plaintiff for the value of the
goods. The defendant moved for a new trial, which the Judge granted on
payment of costs. From this judgment defendant appealed.

The Court dismnissed thz appeal, holding that it involved only a
question of costs.

G. W Al//en, K.C., for appellant. A. R. Slip,, for respondent.

En Banc.] Ex PARTEF %,CGoiDRicK. [Nov. 27, 1903.

Rev'ieli/rom inzJerior Cour/-Paner ta review on question af/act where
debt under forà, dollars.

i)an action in 'The Smail- Debt Court of Fredericton to rtcover a
a balance on contra accounts between plaintiff and two defendants, who
were partners, the defence be-ing that- the partnership was discharge-1 by
the plaintiffs acceptance fron i "e of the mernbers of the firm alter its
dissolution of his individual promnissory note i satisfaction of the debt, the
jury, found for the plaintiff. On review before a Supreme Court Judge
the latter ordered a new trial. On the second trial the verdict was for
the defendants. The plaintiff obtained an order for review from the
Countv Court judge and the latter set aside the verdict and ordered a
verdict for the plaintiff for the full ainount of bis daim.

Hela', On motion to roake absolnte a rule nisi to quash on certiorari,
that, the amaunt of the dlaimi being less than forty dollars, the County
Court * Judge had no power to review the finding of the jury, the issue
heing entirely onîe of fact.

Ruale absolute to quash review order witb directions to Counity Court
Judgac to dismiss the review with costs.

0. S. Éû'oike, in support of mie. J1. ryK Co ntra.

En l3ancJ McCov -". BuRPE-E. [NOv. 27, 1903.
Actjonfor use <ia'oapajzEvdj

1laintiff let to defendant a farni of about 25o acres for one year, fromn
Mfay 1, igoi, at $250, payabile half yearly, and in case of "a chance to seilIl
agreed to give hini the refusal. l)efendant 'vent inito possession and
OccuPied the buildings for the wbole year. In Sept. igox, however, plain-
tiff sold the faini, aIl buit 4 Or 5 acres, on whichi the buildings were situated,
to onle H., who e few weeks later re-sold to the D)ominion Governiment
for a rifle range. f3efore the deeds wcre executed surveyllîg parties went
aver the prenises and laid out roads and othier work for the location of
the proposed range. Construction 1-ork 'vas Ibegun that fail and conitînued
ini the following spring l>efore the expiration of the defendant's tenenry.
l)efendant paJid the first six niontb's ret but in an action to rerover for
the last six months lie alleged that ts acsrfredtenr dn ibu


