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MiJon •!»•?« th« r«Nnp#<ttic# of• difliM

court

—

Ini(«

Houitott, -SotioitorOffntrttl, HmI obuiiird

• rub (o •how aioM why tho vonlid

«lioiild not not bo AnUirod apott iImi

common cnuntt •groonbl*' tu tho Judgff

iiol<*«, no «vidi?nc« hiiviii| tMwn gtvofi

upon the iin^cmI coonlt.

Mactmlay ulirwrtl rnuio—Ho coiUemlffd

Umt tho pUintifl* by • vordict ypon «n

gM:(*ount slAtiHl, niigbt rtcoftr KUif*c

Boticli co«U.

That the ilivtrict court act, which con-

fincHi it* jurtndtction in mxam tbov* £10*

to Mccountt liquifUtmf, i« to h« conaicW-

ed to intend those eltlfNl bj note oraomo

oipreiM Mcknowle<lgmcnt of the partiot

—

M a certain price for a piece of goodi

—

The principle doea not apply to nccoiinta

•tated where there may be £80 upon one

tide ond £120 upon the other—tbr though

pnrtiet may have ataled their occotrnti,

th(*y may contend against and correct in.

accuracicff, at laid down in the term re-

portt* , i

That tlic plaintifT having brought bit
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