
le of ail this evidenee it is difficuit to se
resent, was not called to give evidenee in
of sueh a suggestive fact as that of Hon
ldoor fraines, taken in conjunetion witli t
teniais, ail made out to hlmn and receipte(
reiwe to Town of Sudbury v. Bidgood, 1"
)7; Wigmore Lon Evidence, secs. 285, 28

Taylor on Evidenèe, secs. 376 (A) and
stated in the evideuce called by the relat(
;its as is usually doue, and these had bee
Lit any eross-examninatiou arid without
r, 1 cannot sec how the respoudent could
the miotion disinised-the ffeet of the

me( viva voce, and subjeet to and after
Least as strong, when iiot broken down o
ictorily. 1, therefore, feel bouud to holc
yen sufficient proof of has allegations an(
,e the reispondent uuseated must be allowe
Lu2stone, for the relator. P. WN. Grifl


