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It is unnetessary to express an op)inion as~ te the ore-
ness of the deciséion of the ('haneellor ini Prýive v. Wade, a-4 it

hum no apldkatin to Such a tvase as this. lvre Ilo luave tu ifflue

uxt'cutio)1 was neeessary. The respondent hiad is(ud txet
ini due finqe and At rnoewl afer thoe tNpiration of tht.' 20 years
%vas a nliere mnliiiseit amI on the. part uf the oflit'r of the Uuurt

by whuonî it was r-elîewed, whose duty it ,vas te sigul the' Imexnoran.
dumn rt'quired by Rule 572, wvhem the respondeîxt produeed the
exueiution, )ile a)orin tUis trnis ic uns stiinl foret, nl

i jl tuihinli lo tîigîî it.

1 pil thIe, 1 (Iol 1, 1Il Ini of (i Ii iii In t hât the a 1pekal shoud b,

iilowed% with eosts and thle order aplivaled frointrvrs and
that tiwrv shoud bu substitutedl thurefor. un urdur1 disnîlissing
%%ith vosis tht' repnu i sotion te met am*ide'th i uinï

bILBV('K (401. C'O. v. TURNER &c E<>INeON

(CoIlra-m f pply of ('oi by Jiroke rs (te Rdailhrs Pricis .11 ?
tioled i?? Coeitrac-1 -$bSrqes<(ll 0 V<rilitioel F$vtdf'u m
Onus .. ('onsWetratin - Ac"o unf y <rdasr MstPpd

('oa0(caiim - oidng f Trial Judgrf Hfera on
. 1ppral.

Appeual by tht' plaiiffs fromïî tht' Iinn cf ,Ntb\.1J

Tho' appea wa;s hucard by MvRIJÎTril , 'J.. tIAltO, At

LIUN Mn~,and IO INJJ.A.
W.Il. ILIVrriS, for' thet' appe1aitýS,

11, L Ebbeis, for thtefuiatrmodns

Thic julilauIlt of the' Colut was de1iiverv-d by vwwn
CJ .:- -Tie action lus brouglt tel 1)evert' blanre11't cIf in ine

vernîit for cei soid anid de4livered h1y tht'apel&t te tht' I'v
Spi)Indents. Tht' mattvr iuuuîrvrs a is. ete the' eap-Iloud
lntaS are-k liable te) puy fer- tht', cea il at tt'ie charged in thý
aveounlt, or liable unlly te puyI ;it thet pIrivcesý mettndl a e
travt entered ilite owe the- parties ont th' --)th J1II1v 191,2;
alnd ther'e jus ne dIispuItg as to ilhv ceai whivh wais Shiplped te thir


