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DIARY FOR OCTOBER.

I,
Thur..... Wm, D. Powell, 5th_C.J. of Q.B., 1816.
4 Sun dith, J., Ch. Div., 1890
5 Moy 19th Sunday after Trinity.
1.....Civil Assizes at Toronto. County Ct. Sittings
Surrogate

Mere-

for Motions, except in York.

6 7y Court sits.
I8 Wees ----- County Ct. Non-Jury Sitgs., except in York.
8, . f‘i_enry Aleoek, 3rd C.J. of Q.B., 1802.

...8ir W. B. Richards, C.J. Supreme Court,
9. Fyi 1875. R. A. Harrison, 1ith C.J. of Q.B., 1875.
1L, goitreeeees De 1a Barre, Governor, 1682

Sun.,20th Sunday after Trinity. Guy Carletom,
12, Mo Governor, 1774.
n...... Coungy Court Sittings for Motions in York.
Surrogate Ct. Sittings. America discovered,
1492. Battle of Queenston Heights, 1812,

15, 5

& Thuy ~-~E1;g(1)§sh Law introduced into Upper Canada,
. 8 7491,

19, Yo0......21st Sunday after Trinity. St. Luke.

Tt
Ton, " County Court Non-Jury Sittings in York.

2, Last day for Call notice.
23, i};‘?d ----- Battle of Trafalgar, 1805,
%, Sat. «.Lord Lansdowne, Governor-General, 1883,
%, Sun, Sir J, H. Craig, Governor-General, 1807.
2, Tues” 2ond Sunday after Trinity.
S...Supreme Court sits. C. S. Paterson, J. of
Supreme Court, 1888. James Maclennan,
§“9~ Thyy w2 Court of Appeal, 1888,
L 8y r....Battle of Fort Erie, 1813,
\'\"\lH&llows Eve.

Reports.

ONTARIO.

CHANCERY DIVISION.

Thg LADIES TAILORING ASSOCIATION 7.
CLARKSON.
ractz('RePorted for 'l‘r.n«: Cavapa Law JOURNAL.)
ey, ce— C mz'se;'zl Judgment—Master in Chan-
sJurisdiction of.

ke R .
j“:lg Mastoy in Chambers has jurisdiction to pronounce

ot by consent in any case.
[Boyp, C., Oct. 10.

1774
Sepy R, Smyth, for plaintiff, obtained on con-
An order from the Master in Chambers

‘ il‘e H .
the “ting judgment to be entered declaring that

& atzlz‘fntiffs are entitled to rank upon the
. ° the Colonial Umbrella Manufacturing
the;e]:fthe hands of the defendant as assignee
an, ing for the benefit of creditors, for $?22.96
r aserEStv and to be paid their proportionate
such creditors of the said estate and for

X m . .
tratioent of the same in due course of adminis-

) by ?of the said estate ; and also for payment
My Fendant to the plaintiffs of their disburse-

et

‘ps and half their solicitors’ fees ; and also
thej, :_‘}’ment to the defendant’s solicitors of
g €8s, both sums to be charged by the de-

an . : 1
Q““ntst against the estate on passing his ac-

On
0fthethe order being brought to the Registrar
: hancﬂy Division, that officer doubted

whether he was justified in entering judgment
upon the order, and before doing so he brought
the matter to the attention of the Chancellor.
Bovp, C., expressed himself as averse to put-
ting parties to the expense of a motion in court
where they were agreed as to the judgment to
be pronounced. All former practice is abolished
by the Con. Rules, and the practice now to be
followed is to be regulaied as far as possible by
analogy to those Rules. Under Rule 756 he
thought the Master in Chambers had jurisdic-
tion to pronounce judgment upon any admis-
sions of fact in the pleadings; andin the present
case if the parties had put their consent on the
pleadings, the Master in Chambers would clearly
have had jurisdiction to pronounce the judgment
under Rule 576, The parties ought not to be put
to this circumlocutory procedure. In any case,
therefore, where all parties are su? Juris, there
seems no good reason whya judgment by con-
sent should not be pronounced by the Master in
Chambers, and the analogy furnished by Rule’
756 favors that view. It will be, of course,
necessary for the officers exercising the juris-
diction in chambers to be careful to see that no
improper clauses are inserted in such judg-
ments. In the present case the direction to
the defendant to pay his own costs and charge
them against the estate does not seem to be

‘proper unless the defendant represents all the

creditors of the estate, which is not apparent
from 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
the judgment should be drawn up in chambers
and should be entered, not as an order in cham-
bers, but as a judgment by the proper officer,
and should be based on a written consent duly
signed and filed.

Farly Notes of Canadian Gases:

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA.

Ontario.] [June 22.

MCRAE 7. MARSHALIL.

Master and servant—Agreement for service—

Avrbitrary right of dismissal—Exercise of—
Forfeiture of property.

By an agreement under seal between M., the

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



