
Ont 16, 1891 Reports.

DIARY FOR OCTOBER.

Tbu .W ni, D. Powell, 5th CJ. of QDB., 1816. Merc-
ou dith,.J., Ch. 1),v., 1890.

MO'...Civil Assizes at Toronto. Conu1ty Ct. Sittinigs
for Motions, eýxcupt iii York. Surrogato

6. Tues Court sits. Stsecp i ok

7 W..... Counlty Ct. Noni-Jury ig.exptnYok
8. ried..Henry Alcock, :3rd C.J. of QDB., 1802.

\rVf . B. ichllards 'C.J. Supreie Court,
s-. 1875. R. A. Harrison, ltth C.J. of QDB., 187,5.

il. De la Barre, Governor, 1682.
il....O.1tI Suetley after Trinity. Guy Carleton,

12 l,... Governior, 1774.
n.ourixy Court Sittinigs for Motioîis in York.

Surrogate Ct. Sittiiugs. Ansierica discovered,
1,Tu...1492. Battle of Queenston Heiglits, 1812.

~8 hrEnglishi Law introduced fus-o Upper Canada,
18. u 1791.
19. Iu... 2JstSiSusey afte?,ITriiniti. St. Luke. ok

ýl)i.,Colins-y Court Non -Jury Sittiiigs in Yrk
21. Lacs- day for Cali notice.~ s-..attle of Trafalgar, 180.

........Lord Lansdownîe, Governlor-Geliaral, 1883.
25 nat...irJ. H. Craig, Governor-Genleral, 1807.
27, TU ..... 2?î ,Sunday 'after Trieitii.

îles;..Suprenue Court sits. C. S. Patersoni, J. of
Supremie Court, 1888. Jamnes Ma'li'nnan.,

%9. 'Pl . Cur of AplIal, 1888.
.. AI] Hallows Eve.

Reports,

('HA NCEk'Y DIVISION

1"E LADIES' T.xîLORING- AsSOCIATION V/.

CLARKSON.
(Reported for THEn CANADA LAW JOURNAL.)

"ce- .~Cosetjzdgnieni-M/laster in Chln-
b' ,Uri .s(iicon ofJ

I11920 kaster in Chsambers liasjnidciftl)oollC
ut by cousent iu an y Case. B Y ,C ,0 t 1 .

l3oyD C.,/ Oc.
h.Sy/, for plai ntiff, obtained on con-

itanOrdes- frorn tlhe 1'it-rcr in C,~hmbrs

tht ng judgment to be entered declariug that
tsatPlaintes~ are entitled to rank upon the
4 f the Colonial Umibrella Manufacturitlg

th"1the biauds of the defendant as assignee

a rffor the benetit of creditors, for $222 .96
Patt aterest, and to bc paid their propurtioliate

Dar s uch creditors of the said estate aud for

tr Y et Of the sanie in due course of adminis-
b of the said estate ;and also for payment

In dfendant to the plaintiffs of their disburse-

fr.and lialf their solicitors' fees ; and also
Plyruent to the defeudant's solicitors of

ftl e)both sums to be charged by the de-

agah-,st the estate on passing his ac-

cjli th' order being brought ta the Registrar
teChancery Division, that officer doubted

wvhether hie xvas justified in entering judgmient

upun the order, and before doing so lie broughit

the matter to the attention of the Chancellor.

BOYD, C., expressed himself as averse to put-

ting parties to the expense of a motion in court

where thcy ivere agreed as to the judgmyent to

be pronounced. Ail former practice is abolished

by the Con. Rules, and the practice nowv to be

followed, is to be regulated as far as possible by

analogy to those Rules. Under Rule 756 hie

thought the Master in Chambers hiad jurisdic-

tion to pronounce judgment upon any admis-

sions of fact in the pleadiugs; and in the presenit

case if the parties had put their consent on the

pleadiugs, the Master in Chambers would clearly

have had jurisdliction to pronounce thejudgmieut

under Rule 576. The parties ought not to be put

to this cir-cumlocutory prucedure. In any case,

therefore, wvhere aIl parties are sui jlrts, there

seemls nu good reason why a judgment by con-

sent should nut be pronouuced by the Master in

Chambers, and the analogy furnished by Rule

756 favors that viewv. It will be, of course,

necessary for the officers exercising the juris-

diction in chambers to be carefuil to see that no

improper clauses are ir.sertecl in such judg-

ments. Iu the present case the direction to

the defeudant to pay bis own costs and charge

themn against the estate does not seemi t be

proper unless the defendatit represents aIl the

creditors of the estate, which is flot apparent

froni the order.
As to the form of the order, the Chancellor

was of opinion that it should not be in the

shape of an order to enter judgment, but that

thejudgment should be drawn up in chambers

and should be entered, not as au order in cham-

bers, but as a judgirment by the proper officer,

and should be based on a wvritten cousent duly

signed and filecI.

Early Notes of Galladiail Cases,
supREmE COURT 0F CANADA.

[lune 22.Ontario.]
MCRAE V. MARSHAL.

1kaster and ser7,allt-Agrefleft for service-

Arbitrary right of disInissai-Exercise of-

F'orfiiure of pbroberty.

By an agreement under seal between M., the

inventor of a certain machine, and McR., pro-


