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that ho ha viuited the promises ; thut the de-
fondaat's wife toId bin' it was necessary te have
tweive bedpom, sMd that thus muet have
muade plaintiff awaro of the real state of the.
cage. But ho ropiîo that ho supposed the
bouge was te b. uaed as a hotol. Tihere was
nothipg te show positively that plaintiff waa
awure cti. e S te whc i.promises were
ta be 6pplieds snd whatever surmises might
exist, thejy ceuid flot be entertained by the
Court. Jildgmont would go for $390, Dine
months' rout.

VRtowLEY vs. DicxiNsoN-This wus an ac-
tion brought by tho plaintitf, Crawley, against
the dèfendarit, a forwarder, to recovor the sum
of $2,200, for the use of certain barges, and
aise for damages te tho same. The. statement
of the plaintiff included a number of allegatiens
respectinq the barges and the various accidents
which befel thom. On the 18tii of June, 1863,
the defeudunt acting by Rosa, his agent, leasod
from the plaintiff a barge Iyiug in the canai
basin, at tho rate of $3 per day. The plaintiff
muid thut subsequently the bargeo was run upon
the. rocks ut the Chute near Chatham, on the
Ottuwa River. The. barge, which ut the time
was louded with wood, was uiuch iujured, and
the defendunt sont her te Lachine, where she
was abandoued. In the Spring mie was un-
loadod, and abandoned again. On the J5th of
Augnet, 186W, the. defendaut hired another
bargee, the Hope, ut $6 per day. 8h., aise met
witli an accident wile running the rapide, and
sank. It was contended on the part of the do-
fondant that thère was ne want of care; that
the. barges woreo ld and unlit for the service.
The. evidonce was.confiicting to a dogree rarely
parallelled, and the Court found great difficulty
iu coming te a decision. Taking ail the cir-
cumstances inte couaideration it would award
£50 te plaintiff.

WRNHAm va. Tnuc BANîQUE Du PEus..--
Hie Houer was about te givo judgmont in the
aboya casq when Hon ;Pr. Dorien, of &ounsel

for the. defondants, rose and said that, they had
corne upen the. traces of the man whe presentod
the. chequLe. The. dendants had been iufermed
thie provieus day that ho had been soon iu town.
Hoe therefore msuggued ýhat the judgment
shouid b. postpoped in the. expectation of pro-
curing further evidenco.

Mr. A. Rebertoon, on behalf of the plaintiff,
oPuosd theograntlng ofasny delay.

ls Houer said that the. application being
oppoed, the Court muet proceed te render

i cinWB brought te rocover about
41,500, the amount of a choque which the
plaintiff had drawn upon tho Pope's Bank,
sud whicii that Institution bail refused te pay
on the. grouud th4t there woro ne funda te meot
the saème. The case was a ver y singulur ene.
Iu Novembor lust, the plaintiff had a deposit at
the, Bank of over $1,500. Noarly the. whole of
the ainount was drawn eut ou a choque purport-
ing te b. signed by the. plaintiff and endorised
by Mr. Simpson (bis associate.) At thus time,
the plaintifi had depeoits with four different

Banks, and on the. saine day ail theae doposits,
within. a email fraction of their respective
ameunts, were drawu eut by similar choques
purportiug te b. signed by the plaintiff sud Mr.
Simpson. The plaintiff denied that the. signa
turo wus genuine, and the present action was
brought te test tho mattor. The. siugularity cf
the cage was that it wae ulmost impossible for
any man te say that the. signatures were net
genuine. The imitation was se perfect with
respect te Mr. Wenham's, tbat his flouer could
net se. any differenco at ail o xcept that the
writing of the. forged eue 'was a iittle strenger.
Mr. Wenhaui and Mr. Simpson iiad been exam-
iued, and they both swore pesitlveiy that they
nover signed the chaque. It was a vory singu-
lar circumstance that the man who drew the
four choques must have had a very intimate
knowledge et the state of Mr.Wonham'is account
with four difeéront bauks, because bc drew
within a trifleocf the. auxount bt each bauk. It
could net have beau doue by a person in the.
empioy of any eue cf the. banks, for ho could
net have asc.rtained the, stateocf the. iaipt'if'
account with the other thue.. Tii. ourthbad
te fait back upen the. suppesition' that it muet
have been. done by saine eue whe had access te
Mr. Weuhaiu's bank books. The case alto-
gether was exceodingrly strauge, and might b.
susceptible ef a groat deul of curieus specula-
tien. But th. Court weuld net enter inte
any speculatieuis on the. subject. It would

simpl rnuc that the. signature ef tii.
choquey pu was forgery, and the defeudauts
wouidu)tàc b. a odemued te puy the ameunt now
demandod by tii. plaintif.

DEvALTAumiE v». MCCREADY et ai. -
D. nsed tumultlng aud exasperating lasuage te

NKcO., aud attempted te pull him froin the waggou in
Which hoe was eated. Mce. haviug tiien cemmitted
a violent assauit ou D -Held that the provocation did
net justify the violence, and $100 damages awarded.

This was an action of damages againat Coun-
et Uers McCreàdy and Hemler for violent uauit
on the plaintiff, the gardener of Viger Square., It
appeared on the 15th Âugust, 1863, Mi. Hernies
was overtaken in Notre Dame Street by Mr.
McCready, whe asked. hum te take a drive.
They arrived ut oeoef the gaLes cf .Vi ger
Square where the plaintiff came eut cf the
gardon and politoly weicomed them. Mr.
lemier iutrodured Mr. McCready us eue cf the
City Fathere. $ome remarks were made as te
fioeos, wheu Mr. McCreud y said ratiier dis-
parfingly that the plaintifi had uothing but
Sunfiowers inhus gardon, and that hoe, Mr. Me-
Cready, had botter himself at home. The
gardouer theroupon becaîne very rnuch ex.
asperated, in fact, almest furieus. There wus
nethiug in the. couduct of Mr. McCready te
justify the. gardener's furieus laugnuge, how-
ever his professienal pride might have been
hurt . Mr. Roulier endeuveured te pacify themn
but in vain. The plaintiff took Mr. McCready

bythe collar. It is net very clear what Mr.
VeCready was. doiug ut tiie Lime. Ho scemod
tg have been in rathor a passive stato. The
plaintiff challeuged hlm te figlit, and seized hum
by the, coliar te drag hum out of the. carniage for
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