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dants. Lenso to plainufl to amend, on tho usual terms, within o
fortuight, by alleging an eviction.

Vanhuren v, Jull et ¢’ — \ «chaol cnse  Julgment deferred till
nert termn, Ul court hus an opportunity of seving recent Schoul
Act.

Kendra v. Moffutt,—Action on a covenant in n mortgage for pur-
chase money of 1and sold.  Equitable pler, claiming an abatement
of a4 proportion of purclase money, in respect of a piece of the land
sold, to which platift had no title, and pagment into court of
balance. Held, plea bad.

Small v. Moylan —Information for libel.
ficotion. Demurrer.  Held, plea bad,

Lamb v. Teeter —Treepasy to land and to goods.  Stands till
next term, with leave to cither purty in meantime to apply to
amend. Both declaration and pleas require to be amended.

Medrthur v. Cyol.—\ction on a eovenant given by a Division
Court baiitl.  Held, declaration insuflicient.  McLean, J., dissen-
tiente.  Plea good.

Scott . Corporution of leterboro’.—Held: 2nd plea rufficient
bar to the uction; 3rd plea also good. Judgment for detendant.

Vankieek . Stuart.—Replevin for saw logs scize! by Indian
lr}nds agent, from a person to whom Indiaus soid the same. The
timber was sold after it was cut.  Rule asi discharged.

Holmstock v. Palmer.~Judgment for defendant on record.

The Queen v. Bullock.—Irdictinent for embezalement.  Verdict,
guilty.  Rule must for & new trial, on the ground of insuflicicucy of
evidence. Rule absolute.

DBank of Upper Cuanade v. Turrant.—Appeal from decision of
Judge of the County Court of Hastings. Appeal dismissed, with costs.

In re Quinlan and Morrison.~—Rule for certiorari to remove an
order to arrest, issued by the judge of the County Court of the
County of Welland. Rule grauted,

Ienderson v. Dickson.—Motion to rescind a judge’sorder. Order
not before the court, and therefore application stacdsover till next
term.

Special plea of justi-
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Hodgkiss v. lledley.—Rule discharged.

Robson v. Buffulo and Lake Huron Railroad Company.—Judg-
ment for plaintitf, on whole record, for 152 85.

Drerce v. Small.—Rule discharged. 1agarty, J., dissentiente.

Grasset v. Hutehinson.—Per Draper, C. J.: Phintiff entitled to
recover. Richards, J., dissents. Hagarty, J.: No judgment.
Rule drops.

Park v. Davis.—Action sgaiost County Court judge, for per-
mitting & Division Court clerk to act in the discharge of the duties
of his office without first requiring him to give the requisite secu-
rity. Action lies. First count good. Judgment for plaintiff, on
demurrer to first count; for defendant on other counts.

Dance v. Burrowes.—Judgment for defendant, on demurrer.

Coates v. Bullock.~—~Judgment for defendant.

Regina v. Hill.—Application for a writ of mandamus to town-
ship clerk, to admit relator to the office of township councillor,
where office filled by an clection de facto if not de jure. Rule dis-
charged, without costs. 1leld, that relator should have proceeded
to contest the office by writ of quo warranto.

Wilkinson v. Conklin.—~Ejectment. Rule discharged.

White v. Nelson.—Rule discharged.

Gough v. McBride.~FEjectment. leld, that a memorial exe-
suted by a grantee, when not accompanied by possession of the
land affected, is not secondary evidence of the deed as against the
grantor. Rule discharged.

Shanks v. Coates.—Dower. Rule nint to increase the damages.
Rule absolute, no caun~e heinz shown.

Ball v, Goodman.-—(Two cases ) Seduction.  Suggestion by
adminiatrator, enterel by order of Mr. Justice MeLean.,  Uemvurrer
"o suggestion, and rale mer to set aside order of Mr. Justico
Melean. Judgment for defendant on demurrer, and order sot
n-ide.  Held, that action did not survive,

The Queen x. The Corporativn of Port Hope.-——Application for n
mandamus,  Rule absolute.

Crarg 5. Runkin.—~Defendant entitled to judzment on the de-
I'murrer.  Held, that a tax imposed by school trastees on tho
! pacvents v guardiaus of persons sending chldien to school, not
tegal.

HHagaart v. Wintermnte.—~Ejectment.
charged.

Merrick v. I Esperance.—Action on & guarantee.
eater & nonsuit discharged.

Read v. Ranks.—Dower, Rule ausi dizcharged.

Nt v. Small.—Rule discharged.

MeCallum v. Suyder.—Rule discharged.

Suith v, Birme.—Judgment for plaintiff on first plea, for defen-
dant on sccond. Rule absolute as to 80 much as asks amount of
note to be deducted from verdict, and discharged as to residue,

Ouwens v Davidson.—Action as to o disputed boundary. Postea
to defendant.

Winter v. Stewcart.—Rule discharged.

Joknston v. Smth.—Action against sheriff for neglect to levy
and false return. Verdict for plaintiff. Rule nisi for now trial
discharged.

Russel v. Carscallan.—FEjectment.

Rule nisi for new trial dis-

Rule nisi to

Rule absolute.

Juns 23, 1800,

Hodge v. The State Insurance Company.—Rule nisi for a now
trial refused.

Ferris v. Chesterfield.—Appeal dismissed, with costs.

Annis v. Dormon.—{Two cases.) Judgment for plnintiff, on
demurrer; and rule msi for new trial sbsolute. Costs to abide
the event.

Iowes v. Mills.—~(Two cases.) Judgment for plaintiff on de-
murrer, and rule st discharged.

Cutkbert v, Street.—Rule nist to enter verdict for plaintiff mado
absolute.

Buell v. Ford.—Plaintiff entitled to judgment on the demurrer,
with leave to defcudant to amend his special pleading. Only one
special plea to the whole drclaration. Richards, J.: No judgment.

Shaw v. Gault.—Appeal from the decision of the County Court
of the United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry. Held,
that there are five days, and five only, silowed to file a bill of sale;
and that if not filed within that time, it is void. Held also, that if
aun esccution be placed in tho sheriff’s hands, between the date of
the bill of sale and its filing, though within five days, it is entitled
to prevail.  Judgment of court below reversed.

Township of Beverley v. Barlow.—(Two cases.) Postea to plaintiff,

Randal v. Fullurton.—Rule discharged.

Neale v. Winter.—Rule to reduce amount endorsed on writ of
fi. fa. made absolute, without costs.

Brown v. Wythers.—Rule discharged, with costs.

Camplell v. Grier.—XRule nisi for new trial.  Costs to abido the
event.

PRACTICE COURT.

Present: Ricizamrbps, J.
June 186, 1860.
VanEvery v. Drake.—If defendant pay costs taxed on former
rule. and costs of this application, within onc month from this
date, then rule dischargea; otherwise, absolute.
In re Thomas v. Brooks.—Held, that the power of issuing exe-
cution on a rule is confined to cases where money is made payable




