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(R~r~tf5Cinixs. ItoIiNSOS4 y8q.' Q.C., Repoter R, hinson, Q C., in support of the rule. cited,

ta Ille (tkurt.) as to the motion for iieN trial on the evi-leuîce,

ED)oAU V. NEWELL. Melli v. 7'a,,or, 3 ffing. N. C. 101.); Re',ùîai V.
1Johnson, 1 L. T. N. S. 5l3, Q B. zI>,'tre v.
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