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The Court below rejected this evidence.
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sent case. There, the existence of a
judgment properly renderéd was pre-sup-
posed, and the question was as 1o ils
effect ; Aere, the existence of a proper
] t is the guestion in issue—=and

unt stence is established, the ea-
quiry as to its effect does not arise.
The of Justices are not

records, and do mot prove themselves.
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Benzien's Ex'rs. v. Lenoir and others.
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Griffin's Heirs v. Griffin’s Ex're. and
others. ln Equity, from Johnston.
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continent of America from sorth 1o
v Wnd over Asla from south 1o
and the suthor of this srticle
scgounts for these s by supe
_ F"n that & change has at some peris
: ace in the velocity of the
earth’s motios on her axie, "ur-
face of the earth mt the cquator revolves
ot the rate of more thaas 1000 miles
RN, 1290, (9t oo,
cannon ball, \l’ohn 8o iden of cir.
A wheel of
iron, of hree feet in dametes,
In pleces, Before It reaches
velociy of 400 feet per secomd, Sup-
posiag the earth should be alightly
checked ia her daily motion, the Paci-
fic occan would in » moment rush over
the Aodes and Alleghanies into the
Adastic; the Adaotic would sweep
over Furope, Asia, and Africa; and
in a few hours the entire surface of the
earth would be convered with rushing
twrieats, excepting perhaps the vicini-
ty of the poles,  ** The appearsnces
presented on the surface of the earth,”
says this writer, *“are precisely such
as we should expect aft’u such a ca-

tastrophe,”

CURK fir o WEN
__Wegave mn account in the Register,
effect produced by the simple applica-

tion of salt and water, 10 » wen

]

“Jor wmour, on the neck of & citizen of
"|this cbunty, who had tried without

success the prescriptions of various
phyticians. We stated; as was the
case, that from the moment this solu-
tion was applied, the wen decreased
ly in size, and Anally disap-
E:red. We thought this a remarka-
cure, and published it. We yes.
terday received a communication from
u respectable gentleman in Sampeon
county, who states, that being severe.
ly afllicted with a large tumour of some
kiod- under -his eye, which was pro-
nounced by most persons to be a can-
cer, he saw in this paper the account
above allowed to, a0d immediately de-
termined o try the saline preparation,
He did s0y and in sit weeks the tu-
mour entirely di ared; and he adds
that he is now perfectly well, This is
so simple a remedy, that some may
deride it, but we advise persons simi-
larly afflicted to make the experiment.
Raleiph Register.

—il—
BITE OF A RATTLESNAKE,

The following is recommended ae
an effectual remedy against the fatal
effects of the bite of a_Rarttlesnake,
Bolil the common Poke-root until it be-
comes quile softy, then mash it up
int the water which remains, and .'RII{
it as a poultice to the wound.
remedy is said to have been most mi-
raculously tested by the humters of
Missouri, among whom it is now ia

neral nse-—-ang that when an imme-

iate application is made, the poison
will not manifest itself more strongly
than the sting of a bee,

-

CURE FOR WARTS.
The. niI:{_ } of the stalk of
the common fig leal, by.
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notice that it was the property of the in- |averment thet the notes passed; resém- :::m' l:d R v it complaiase

There’s nuthing would suffice this glutton,
But, with the fleece, to steal the mutton ;
Had he but work'd, and liv'd uprighter,

" He'd ne'er been hungfor a sheep-biter.
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poweriul current has passed over the
inen
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