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tiffs, who were oneO of the execution creditars, cdainied that. certain of the other
judgments against the defendant were frAudulent and collusive and, while the
interpleader surnmo-.s was pending, they abtained an order for the examina-
tion of the defen -nt, the judgment debtor, under sectioa 47 of the C. L.P. Act,
1854.

Upan theeximination, plaintis caunsel saught ta interrogate the witness
as ta the nature of his dealîngs with the other execution creditors, whase judg-
inents plaintiffs dlaim were fraudulent, and as ta the indebtedness on which
these judgments werc obtained ; but an the advice of the cou nse defendant
refused ta answer such questions, on the >ground, as stated in the examination,
that the exatnination was anly upon an interlocu-ory motion, and it must beU
confined ta that motion.

Ordered, that the judgment debtor must attend again for exammnation at bis
owa expense. The plaintiffs ta have the costs of the application.

lHaggart for the plaintiffs.
Casneron for the detendant. U

TAYLOR, C.J. [NoV. 3.
RrEtflNA v. LE BLANC.

L'ripeina/ lau-Address of couetsel ta jury-1racice in case of def..nce calling
no witnsses.

Autumn .,ssizes for the Eastern .Tudîcial District. The prisoner was
indicted for rnurcier. 'After the case for the Crov.,n wvas closed

Bornnar, for the prisoner, called no witnesses.
.Howeil, Q.C., for the Crown, drew the attention of the court to S. 66 1 of .,

the Crimninal Code, s-s, 2.

HeN,~ that in spite of the provî-) the niea-iing of the section wvas that in

such a case as the present counsel for the defence should address the jury last.

Mir. Howeil accordingly addressed the jury, and was followed by Nir.
Bonnar.

Duntue, J][Nov. 25.

CLIFFORD v. LoGAN.

Interploader--Chaitel motaeMr.p.eOf crap ta be grown-Nffect f cis

agéainstps-îr e.recutioi-1'f *gae tiot under se.il valid-Oni-»sion in affi-

davit of bontifides.

Autumn assizes, P'ortage la Prairie.
Interpicader issue. Jiefendant on August 8, 1892, placed a writ of execu-

tion dé bonis in the bands of the sheriff against Elizabeth Huntley. On March

23rd, 1893, Huntley executed in favour of plaintiff a chattel mortgage of the

entire crop of whatever description then sown or ta be sown withîn the year

1893 on certain lands - this martgage was duly filed f îepseredon archrt
3 Ist, 1893. R.S.M., c. 2o, s. 4, provides that " a mortgage ofproalpoet

made, executed, and filed in accordance with the provision$ of this Act shall,

if therein so expressed, bind, comprise, and apply ta grawing craps and craps
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