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of 1tJood v. .Dixie, 7 Q. lB. 892, which bas been
accepted as a leading case, both bitre and in
Engind docides tbat the charge of the judge-
that although the conveyrince was bona t-de-if
there was an intention to Menet an execution
creditor, the conveyance was void, was incorrect
and going ton far.

]It does not make amy difference since the jury
found generally for the plaintiff, wbether T dioec-
ted tlem crroeegiy or not, as te the distribution.
If the verdict had been for tice defendants for
aDy portion of property ie question, thon this
question would. have propcrly artSen.

With the respect te the objection te tbe aiffida-
vit, on1 the bill of sale. The objection is te the
jurat and titat it should have stated tht~a the
vendees were severally swern. le the absence
of cony case upon this point, 1 9nm net prepared
te prenounce the instrument void, on îLot
accounit ; and, even if it was, thore is evicleuce
I think of change cf possession sufficieut te
moot the requirements of tice lair.

With respect te the objection tlint the verdict
is ccntrary te lace and evidence, and perverse,
and against the ireight of evidenco, 1 nmust con-
fess 1 have Lad great dificulty in cemeing te a
conclusion, but ce the whoie, wleen 1 recollect
that the plaintifis paid full vaine for the goods-
that the transfet' cas net enly foi th e cenisidera-
tien cf debt, already accrned, bot for nioney
advanced at the lime cf lthe execetion of the biàl
of solo, 1 amn net prepared te say <liai the jury
vas xerong le cctning te the conclusion, that tho
transfor was net made ithî the intention of
defcating or delayicg the defendants, or giving a
preference te tbe p!aintiffs or ether creehitors.

I discicarge the cule.
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One S. dli -de w, 47 ee iecx f kin, who, betito-
te h t deccetcr O tine t 1deiiiiiseation * G
afw 'rWaeet fccand cee 1geece i eci will celer seat cf S.

to il Sx e ton L1, t Si~~ i . ageecd te c elleey

PiCeec ec tae- itebeh, t cf ecc 1ae,1
ceatc eeu ecmccaty ly ofe ~et( Sanite liot
a»cc cesc e ercceî , . ti, -r, lie cacic t

tee~ ~ ~ ~~S icce c cC cC.ccteteir So, e ce *ef Jcel il

lci C. tii Ire 7- 1 toci lccc e uiiO-l ce for thc balance
cfeee c i Icerlase icccry.

ffcl , leet ttl pejcc e s ce ceili ace net cleci l c I tiere
turceicc ceece ltetit c'tliet he Sese qeitt e c et-

, ae1e , : ce tI aee ro oeiic eice tcy wir cf cec-cc c S.
ce, it le et l 4 orIc t lc-ckicic Proe 1 t tehuee wcll cela-
tfiec eee tti c tid terit the effecc L ccrevkig

fitlec ,îe i aago wilt of tlOc Ictr eeaty, et-
,tI iiiccetdec is cci l c ecctt aid cccly oe ceile e

î; i alec, that eltters eor acilîite ttioe ci ect ice
1c.e ,lit ce andci iettlird, aeci t ic toc ir aclictel te
Pc-clic.
SnrEiwoen, Co. T.-The potitioner Daivid

G3lever asks te bave ihe letters cf admninistration
of the estrite cf Seleter granted te Jamees Colo,1on lice lltb February, 1868, revoked, on tbe
gccurnd theet tice said Siiider mode a will in bis
fccvcr dlceîed lst March, 1860. le files a writing
cf flint date meade by Solder le the presence cf

one James Farneer, wibo 'cas calied and preved
ils exoceetion. Hoe states tien potitioeer and
Solder came 1e bleu and stated an agreoncent that
they Lead enleceed iceto berce te lii m aîcd that
Soieter afterweeccl crime te binei le bave il redu ced
to writing, weiceh tee dlid, aued afeer il wa'e' rened
ovor te hi-in. 0

nider signed it. Tice erriîieg sets
feerth a seale cf eue becif the lot Soiler iras then
living coi te thie potiticeer. Lis cvife's breitier,
for the soti cf oighe hucderd dollars, te be priid
at sncb thune as Seider naiglet weieî if, te eethie
hulm te pay bis tarful dehîs. It stries a leertber
a g-ecemecct, tiert petitioner vins tee comne ancd lire
ie Sniders bouese, and te wccvi: bis lancd vviîh sueli
heop as Seider neiiglt ho willing te afiord lele.
That petliioner waes te discpose cf tiet3,tiiirig
that the fecrii might preelu(c. te pny eehs, aceel
if thoce sheeuldl Le anylhing lofetc Fe' p,,ying op
al debts, (I uiierstand. il Sceicera; tiebts) ,c
icer wac te tire Sicer cne ha Ir. soieler fu-
tuer agreed Iloi tee seil or lot leis part of ic' larcd
to any persoe cci!bou' peliticoce consent, anii
lie lue t or agroeld, aller tels eete celealever pro-
pcîty ho neiglet bolc hcreec' eo', cubher re-et estîle
or cthercviso, ho diii bcqueceîh le lice petiîoae r,
Lis hieirs enditiassigeis for ever; milth iis preve-
sien, thinel case bis wife Mandeee, ctioclt !ive
longer lba ce elesoîf tIen peliticcer sioelr suie
pcort lier as loncg as ste inilit lire. le furtber
cecreecl 10 beave fle agireeet wiîie Jaese Faier i
tice witncss te lcecp for bine, ond île ci ho iras net
te pire C

1 'np uoloris phtiîioîerî and lie sicould .e-
quire lnim to (le se, and aise, licol If pelitionci'
sleeîld. fuefîl tee conditions cf Ibis agreemnent,
and thint tbey should net rail on Faîneer te give
up tice agreemnte, thon that the w'c-illcn rigrce-
nient seoceld ho his iast cr111 anîd testamnent, aend
ivbatevcr property hoe neiht bo the oweer cf rit
bis deeeth, either real or porsoteat, hoe gave te the
pelitioner, tlis beirs and assiges forover. Evi-
denýýe was givrl hy the -petetiener cf payent cf
debîs, by hlm due by Silder, anci there vms ao
evidence t'cat Solder ever asked. for the agrec-
nment, Ibat bIcs. Scider dieti befere Sieider. On
tue part cf the admicistrater it Nvas shown Ihat
Seidex' iad ceîeroyed thie lot (mciine. ie the
wirîtiag os cold inethe pelitioner), and Lead taiton
a mertgage for a part cf the purchase mneoy ;
and that ho afterwards siîl the rosi cf his laned
te tje peliticeer, taking brick a esertgage for fice
uîîpaid. purclease enonoy, that Seider lived with
petiliener until bis wife's death, irben ho went
te lire with Cote the admiteistiat-r, -with srboiee
ho lired outil bis ccvi de'etb. Declarotions eor
Secider te the eifect flint potilicuer iras te have
ait the property ai bis death meade by hlm rit
différent limes were giron in evidoece le sheow,
that ho nover inter deti te revoe tis ivili if il bo
one. On the ocher side it wias giron le eridenpe,
that about the lime cf the funerai the petilieteer
exprosseti himiief as baving ne obaimt on Snidoe's
estate, and Ibal ho knew of ne relIt. Anet Cole
(wbeo was examined by consent cf beth parties),
sîaied, that Seider had premised te leave te hlm
bis preperly, and if hoe loft 1dm to pay Lmr at the
raeocf $3 per weel. for Lis board. Il was statod
that Sielder totd hlm ho left peliticiier because
he was lcnely afler Lis wifc's doath and that
Glovers eildren ancyct him.

The question la, ean tbe writing put le evidence,
or any part of il, ho censitlered a iit? If so,

April, 1869.]

Prob. Case.] Prob. Case.


