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dants. Lento tu plaiîatrf t arnend, un (lie ilsual ternis, w*thin an Blil V. G>dîî-<Tocaees )Sediiction. Suggestion l>y
fiortîiglit. by allegilîg -11 cvictiolî. ýndininimtrator, enterc i hy order of MN. J1uîstice Meeîî. 'Jeunurrtr

la,î,ure,î i. luli il 41 - t .ctinot cr.io .iixlgn(-iit fIlférrel tlt 10 sulggestionî, ando ritle nzîsi t set a4ide oriler of' Mir. JIustice
rien terni, tlt court bas~ ait oiilioî*îuitilv* of te recelît Schoo 1 'îICI.citi. .lîinîeît l'or defen.Iant on deinîurrer, and order set
Act. i-d.1eld, thla t act ion J id îlot suirvi ve.

Kenitra v. JIfa....~cinoîi a covennuit in a niortgnge for pur- IThe Que v. Tlip Corpoation if1 lPort llope,.-Aipplication for A~
ut%ýeionyo laînd 4oubI. E.iitable plett, cl:iteiiii îg 11i t jbtnin mandîxoaus. Itule absolute.

of IL pîrooi of jîurc~I:n.. lioîiey, iii rvipect of a, picce of tte liiiffl ('rapy v. Rni-Dfdatentiite0 judgînieît on (lie tde-
so011, te ivdill Ili ii iid hui 11 île, and painielit iti to court Of 1ni lîrrer. 1 IelI, tha la n x iiîîîjotu.t liy IàlîooI triisloe* oi tho
bialanîce. llçld, jslea bail. iparnits )r guarditu2 uf piersans scîidiug childitin te sciiool, not

SnIall V. .Voyf.sn -î)iforîîîti.-n for libel. Speci:ul plen of juisti- iegal.
fication. Deînurrer. lit!, p1oî bjai. )Iýqqqzr1 v. IlCasîterniie. -Ejet ient. 1;ide nîsi f.)r sicw trial dis-

I.apnb v. TIrter -~Tro.îîrngç te ]aîd anid t0 gonds. Stands tiflt ciîargeil
next terni, wîl)i lente lu eitiior pirty in meflCini tei ap~ly t0 Merrick v. L'A'iîrrance.-Nction on a guarnîîteo. Ruole nigi te
amencl. Blli decînraîjoît and puras reqîlire tu lie aniendîed. enter n îian'uiî discIîarged.

.1e1ili . Cwd.-Action oit a cnvevunt giveli by il Divisioni Read~ v. Ihîîs-ov R. uile nuîi diicliarged.
Court bautiitr. liItd, dcan iisuilicicnt. MeLtan, J., dissea- I/it .Sîll-tl islag
(tente, l'Ioa good. UCilitv adr-tl iciret

Scott v. Corporaztion of 2'trhr' lH plert FlEuCfet .fCluîv eqe.luedslagd
bar te the actioni; 3rd pIoaniaso good. Judgmnti for deedn. Sit/s v. Birîîe.-Judgment for plaiuiliff' on first pIon, for defen-

lankke sa(tant on seconid. Ruole absolîîte as to so inticli as ash-s amo-ant oflaneent v. S(uart.-Rploviii for sivlegs seize-1 by luiun note te bie deducted frrnm verdict, and discliargcd ns t0 reqidue.lad gnfront a pen-xoîî to Nçitom intiian sotit the q.atiie. The
timber wnas sold sîfler il iTOs eut. ItîuIe uîsî discliargeil. Oiceti v I)avidson.-Action as te n dieputed boundury. Peostea

RloInmsiock v. l'azlner.-Judtgmoîit for defendant cit record. te ulcfcndaît.

Thet Quertu v. JjullockÀ.-Iidictinent for cunhbezleniienit. Verdict, Iltilter v. Steicrt.-Rule disclîarged.
gîiilt «V. Itule ,uîsî for n îîowv trial, on tic grousid of irîsuflicielicy 0f Jo,nstou v. .Sniu.-Action ngaintis sheniff for neglect to levy
ovideuice. itule tLbsoltu.t. and f.îlse retuirn. Verdict for plaintiff. RItul niçi for now tria!

BJank of Lpjer (Cuuoda v. Tarrant.-Appcal frein decision cf discitargcd.
3adgeo ut Ui Couîty Court uf Iilastiîi;s. Appeal disiiissed,iit costîs. Riu3el v. Car3calltin.-Ejeetrnent. Rule absolute.

In re Quinlau and alorriso.-Itulo for certiorari te reuîxuvo aul JUO i23, t5C0.
ordor te arrost, issueil by thc judgeocf the Ccunty Court of the Iiod.e v. The State Insurance Company.-Rule nisi for n now
Ccunty of Wellautl. Rtl graîtcd. trial refuscdl.

J11enderson v. Dick3o,.-Mloioii to rescind ajudge's order. Ordor Ferris v. C/eserfield.-Appeal dismissed, witb costs.
not bofore the court, and thoroforo application etards over tilt uit
term. Innis v. Dormon.-'Tvo cases.) .Judgment for plaintiff, on
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l'rosent: DRtAPER, C. J. ; Rîcii.titvs, J.; IIAtJAiTY, J.

JIUDO 111, ISOO.
Yfdks . lledley.-Rule, disclîarged.

Jdb.ean v. BujfzZa and Lake Huron Jlailroad Conpany.-Judg-
mnt for Iblaintiti' on v.bole record, fur $1&2 b5.

Pijerce v. SmaZll-Ittule discliargcd. IJîugarty, J., ditssntiente.
Graitel v. lhilrhmn*n.-Pcr Draper, C. J. : I>laiîititl entitledf te

rocovon. Richards, J., dissents. Ilagarty, J.: No jud-nienl.
Itule drops.

Park v. Davi3-Action against County Court jodge, for per-
mihîing n Division Court clerk te act in tlîe duscliarge of tlie dulies
cf bis cffice vihout fiu'sh rcquiring hum te givo the requisite scut-
rity. Action lies. First caotl good. Judgment for plintitt, on
demurrer te first cot; for dcfcudaîît on ther countd.

Dauce v. Burrozces.-Judgtueut for deféndttnt, on denturrer.
Coates v. Buuflock.-Judgnient, for defeuidant.
Rlegina v. 111Wl-Application for n writ of mandamus te town-

shlip clerk, te admit relater t0 lte cffice oftohwnshuip couaicillor,
wlîere office flll by on election de facta if not de jure. Rule dis-
cluarged,wiithout Costs. U1eld, that relator sBould bave procoeded
te contest thc office by ivrit of quo warranta.

1M'ikinsaîu v. Conklin.-Ejectnîent. Rtule disclîarged.
1V/lte v. .Nlso.-ltule discliarged.
G'ougli v. JlfcBride.--jetment. Ield, tîsat n memorial eue-

zuti!d by n grantee, 'ishen flot aceompnnied by possession of the
]and affectedl, is flot secouxdary evidence of thu dec/s as aganst the
grantor. 1mbl disclxaru'd.

S/tanks v. Coalt.-Dower. Robe mut te increaso the damages.
Rule absolute, no (iliO heiiuz qhîown.

doîntirrer; and rulo nui for net.- trial absolute. Costs te abide
the event.

Ilowec v. Ji/.(Tecases.) Judgment for plaintiff on do-
murrer, and rid ni3u disclîarged.

Culthbert v. Stree.-Jtule nisi te enter verdict for plaintiff made
absolute.

Bueil v. Ford.-PInintiff entitleid te judgment on tlhe demurrer,
Nvith lenve ta defendant te amend luis qpecial pleading. OnIy one
special pion te tbe iviiole dpclaration. Richards, J. : No judgment.

S/saur v. GaulL-Appeal front the decision of tlîo Coîînty Court
ef the Uniteil CotnUes of Stormunt, Dunitas and Gloagarry. IleId,
Iliat there are five <layi, and five oxly, alcwed te file n bill cf sale;
and that if nlot file/ -vithin iluat time, it is 'roid. lIbid also, that if
au cuocutien be place/s in the sheriff's liards, between the date cf
the bill of sale and ils filing, though î7ithin fivo days, it is entitled
te prevail. Judgmont cf court below reversed.

Town3îA' of BeerZnI v. Barlow.-(Two cases.) Veston te p1dintiff.
lon dol v. Fiillarion.-Rule discharged.
NeaUe v. lititet.-Rule ho reduce0 amounit endorsed an ivrit cf

fi. fa. mado absolixte, witheut cs8
Jjroirc v. Wythers.-Ttule disclîarged, wihh costs.
Campll v. Grier.-Rule nisi for new trial. Costs te abido the

event.
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Yan Erry v. #)rake.-If defendant pay costs taxed On former
rule. nnd costs ef this application, wtviîin eue manth front thio
date, lher m disclîargeu; otherwise, absoluhe.

Ia ne 2/lraa v. lirooks.-IIeld, that the power cf issuing 'ire-
entier. on a rulo is confined te cases wbere îaoney la smnde payable

1860.]


