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extend to goods wholly mnanufactured onl premiSeS other than those described
in the mortgage, and if it could the description was not sufficient, within the
mneaning of the Bis of Sale Act, (R.S.0., 1887, ch. 125) to cover machie gc'

manufactured.
The Supreme Court will flot interfere on appeal with an order made bya

provincial court granting leave to amend the pleadings, such order beiflg a
matter of procedure within the discretion of the Court below. oser

A purchaser of goods from the maker of a chattel mortgage in~c
ation of the discharge of a pre-existing deb:t, is a purchaser for vailable Con-

sideration within sec. 5 of the Bis of Sale Act.
Appeal dismissed with costs.
McEvoy, for the appeilant.
Gibbons, Q.C., for the respondents.
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CONGER v. KENNEDY. 's.
onstitutional law-Mariaî righs-Married womafl-Separaie estateJ 0 p-r

diction of N.- W. Territorial Legisature-Statute-lntepreta/iO
,"S. C n- 0~-N. W. T. Ord. No. i6 of 1889.rota
The provisions of Ordinance No. 16 of 1889, respecting the persla

property of married women, are intra vires of the Legislature of the North-
West Territories of Canada, as beinig legigtion withiii the deflrlitiofl inpr
perty and civil rights, a subject upon wiich the Lieuteflalt-Governoir
Council was authorized to iegislate by the Order of the Governor.GenerIZS.C.
Council passed under the provisions of the North-West Territories Act, 9wt
ch. 50. The provisions of said Ordinance No. 16 are not inconissteni
secs. 36 to 40 inciusively of the North-West Territories Act. 0 6

The words "bher personal property"' used in the said Ordinafice Nc o.

are unconfined by any context, and must be interpreted as havîrlg rfenthe

ail the personai property beionging to a woma1, married subsequentlY toOrdinance, as -wel as to. al the personal property acquired since hnb
women married before it was enacted.ethf

Britlebank v. Grey-Jones, 5 Man. L.R. 33, distinguished.
Appeai allowed with costs.
Hogg, Q.C., for the appellant.
Taylor, Q.C., for the respondent.

là,rov'nce of Ontario.
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CLARKSON v. DwAN. Iest
Surnaryjudgnen- rit Cf surnmons-SPecial indorsemneh''

Pro;nissory notes-Amiendment. dfor
The indorsement of a writ of summons by which sumns were clairrie 0O,

interest upon promissory notes Iargely in excess of anything WhiCh clîîegeP d.
sibly be due except by virtue of some special contract, which was not ale


