
July, 1869.]

En". Rep.]

away, alla as we are nlot
an objection is good ou
wiii flot do so.

POTIER V.

(111113 silo to talec L 'i,me-

Thîis was a rule ciiiino'
cause why tise niIaotei;
reviewed, because hie lad
respects a commisson to

tt,. reiused to a)loir th
feudant's side) af lapil

ralssionars, who bil emîpi
tisa verbal question- for t
fendanut.

The COTIaT iseid tiîat
rîglît ta have suais assistv
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it t fint the inaster liai e
and that as tiiero was natlî
ta taise a cantrary view t
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SmAIISWaOOI, J.-Tse fi~
tise aU îîiissi on in evid ci
Febrmrtay 27, 186;2. Thiis

seal, and purported ta ho
15Milli ers ot al firîî Thie
unsd bath in the ai Iitial al
ration the a 1groom enît is
fl ot asî th cause (f a oti au

il ir)ale protmise by the il
ti ti. Ariy ecttc,titioti if
il5l3lke il, o le COfitr Oct

miot ho t15ilkil ined upoil

HHI)eciaIitY are ia etloct a
part of the1 patrole i g ecras
2 watts 451i ; Vassqhn v.
It tolloas exc neceslifa1 t¶3a
to-il Was1 adînj..ib, ta bo
ovideilce tsf an extenioni o

sa sv Sca', 1 S & Il.
aii'-îlpi lies, atol t

Plaitîttif secks t, reover
uîsîlcr seal, slid wliiig 03

v. shore, 2 I'enna l{ep. 36
coiiiîlict iy tpale e ithin
îiorship, a luth was al su
qustions in tîle ciaulo, it
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bouîîd ta s4,y tisat such Tise seconîd error assigned is in a1timig evi-
general deniarror, we doîtat af ttîe price, of' tituber lu Aprîl, 1863, Thjis

was oisjeeîed ta. because tise bre ici oi the iigree-
entîffor the dcfcadant. ment accnred, if at iii, as o'îrly ais -Jîîîe t, 18M2

ali dit ,boîuld. tlîei clac be thec tille lit w1lioi
RANIN.the Oiifeienoe iitîsceri theo coîht ract mid .e ht :aî-

RANLtt itt p ice shmsu i ho a cortun But Grîlîaîu
I tof Iîrjes ionaltA ce3 t ct liî-îd te titiw-i tiiot - diiii th, of133

fL. J. Nol'. 03 8] 183, aissînt -pil L Bliuni esilcl at Diiritlî's
on the plairitiff 113 show offlce. Plaintiff aska liait îvlaî about îlîî six

[ýIxa iolii ,ould îlot ho rafts ta fi i ont ýha coîîtî îîcî îHe otlite lîe is,î
intain the c î.ss tîeîiî cofliing, îiowi, anîl would dlivs r tiieni Dii-

isise evicince ait Cal- woritiî weas smîistld with that. Tice s x rafts
t exptsi os (lin tie dle- acr0 to ise palid lor, sainle ls oriial conir3ct, ia
i to aîc t iie t', - fuirî riîîsîîi f irî del iri '' Tihis ertîinlly wuis

I syed au enîeys ta pu at evideot iir 1h e juiry tiat tisore lîidl beoîî a pir-
lie pl'siîtiff -id tise le- aie iîltoîitiaon ni extenhion ai tlîe lîr:giuaý ilgIee

ruenit, e lîioh ts by ifs ternis0 30 be (33 orm cd
tiiere wâ, no alioolîte Jie 1, Thi2 lie inuînil p oisies of the p ici.
ilce, tlî,ît it wsva il 131,- le,. theo 1,3,0 ta delivelt alid Ilî- ii 'fli tlcep1 t
t Irls tsIoler ',i ,îlltav îîîd pao. weveouaople colsid 'cuat ta siltaii it
xerciscl lîis Ui'cetio,,i as a îîs-w cortr lct Tiîe, le3llr', jîdg, o,îi i
iîp ta induleit thîe totit theîlsoî 00, lia, e errod if hc a il ra ed ont tti evi-
ey w ould out in teririe sîtuee.c

'1li tlîir errar amli lld is ta tue flîlxer, ta
tic dci ii,iiit's, first 1'31, tlitît tho contîiîct

ES REPORTS. gixco l i eieîceI l tlîis case hcirec execeJ i l,
B ii îîîîî alie is [loît tîe cioeil,îît ot .il 1 Cqrlurir

l'EN NSYLVAN I-x. I t ulnIs-cIsý,ry ta coiuer wvlete flic ns we5 r
is vght. as tihe pinr itoif was iîinîatei.tl a id

* Dîsoîstî. lîiglît have b 'tii decli ohl Tiîî'iaisîrer îlid tlîe
pI,tîîîtifî in3 errr 15o iiijlOyý 'Tiî learinedî judge

îi I~ îïilli ) iisolf. ifter expi osiîii tus apinîison on thse pouinît
y parolie, ia tes thse Whots pî-e.eiîteq rein3irkhed that ls suit tras neot on tie

taes andç tlîe 'sîîîîî, ' hih c ',iltract unider seul, but on a s8' 1,11t and dis-
apPear hy a' wiîîl colder tinîct agrr eenelît by V ard ai maith isy Boan, o11e

)] aio tiso firra, ta delivor at a sîîbseqaent d-îy tise
fl a centrat, 3100 on0f iîtt rafts wici bail tilt booî rlivere oululîer tise

oiial i ooîtîct ai tise pi ice tlîoreiîî agreocd ona.
moronla Pleas of Aile- ~tîlîetiier tiit caîîtr,îct aras isin iig as wîlhiîî tiîe

scope of tishe a crh bsiness, was aniotior
tr. aîîd d ,fferoîîî questian.

Neithor eau ttîe ioîrtis ssignient of errer be
Pst cîror gssigned is ta snstaiied. Tue catîtract deci-tresi on was iîot

e3 of tise agreement of uîîdor sea-i, buît parole, thaulîpi it referrod ta aîîd
li eelO u[t ris uder itîcorporated witis it a sealcd writiîg. The acioan
cecuted by ane of tise of ossumpsit cîîîld tlîerefore b,- liaintiiol.
actlti wii5 i.tiss ipit, Tise fitth tissipîîîneît is te the b -1icio tha t
id tihe aiended dodol- the jury mat fiîîd fromc tise eviderice NvIs tua
question u , I selt ont " tiiîe [ilaited lu thse dîtract fîr de ivery ai theŽ
h ut as induemenoit ta tiiiiteî expired. Thsis moy ha cenîsidered lu con-

,f1irîiîît ta tlie plaint- inectlon w;tis the s:xtis assiigtny.olt, tisat tiiere wsa
il 5111 iilýty isy parole errar lu subniîititg ta the jury wiiotier tîîere îîad
paroleo vn t ("lit- neen ail extensioni ai the cîsutract, iîtiiont -vi-
it ;the teriiîs ai tue dence. 1 laine alre'idy referrod to tua t,'stno y

dojcts-d. anîd becouie a ai Gralian Scostt, and ta oua of tise objeetirîs
lit : Vscrs- v. Moaore, ta3de ta tisis teutimainy tuati h shîswedl 310 Cot-

F i-iris, 2 W. & ,3. 4(i slderoîiam. As ta the reîiîiu exceptionî tiken
t tie agreeent unîder ta it, tiiot it diA nuit reter t0 the tituber iîrlsu(led

fiiil(wd, fas l mis5, isy in tlie writtaîl agreemsent, but ta aîiatisr loît, tuai
rt iltet atioîi by pairole: - urîly aras o pure qustion ai fact ta ho îespouded

291> wIere an action ta tiy the jurai-s, anU nat by thîe court.
lie aomsuiit ollcis ttîe The seventis errer is disposeU ai by wiit 11,s
appe, tîy a writiiîg airoady been sild on tisa second, sud tilo eîiîhtb

aliill. lse: Me/ ,fq Ias to the refusai ai tise court ta answer la pintî
I. if, tiie, e wa a li as ta the sufflciency of tise doalaratioti, wiial had.
tise scope ai tue port- cieariy natlîing to do witb tise, trisl of tise isue

bseqnit and distinct IIalderman v. Mertin, 10 Barr 369.
lt(erl d tîîst wietlîeî Judge aeffiîesd.

y execuîod boaulld tise


