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I-eld, also, that this was a case in which the This forin was prescribed before the introdlc'court should, in the exercise of its discretion, tion of the ptovisions now contained in~ s. 107'quash the plea upon a summary motion, witb- and s. 13 makes special provision for the giVl gIout requiring a den-urre-r, a course perniitted by of special security for the .payment of ney
S. 143 of R.S.C., c. 174, as interpreted by S. '2, under s. 107.S-S. (c). I-eld, that the bond given by the defend13r t sS. H. Blake, Q.C., Osier, Q.C., and IMarsh, must be taken to be restricted to the perfor'Q.C., for the prosecutors. ance by the Registrar of the duties ilPosedRite/de, Q.C., Laidlaw, Q.C., and Gassels for upon hirn other than the duty imnposed bYdefendant. 

107, and the action was dismissed.
Purdolit for plaintiff. fnaFALCONBRIDGE, J.] [April 26. Osier, Q.C., and Flock, Q.C., for defedat

15RENNEN 7,. BRENNEN.
I-Iusband and wife-Action b>' wife againsi

husbandsrelatives-Fase re6resentations and
conspiracy to bring about nmarriage- Want of
P» ecedent-Pubic policy
Action by a married woman against the father,

mother, and brother of ber husband, and for
false representations made to hier before mar-
niage, as to the character and financial standing
of hier husband, and for entering into a fraudu-
lent conspiracy to induce the plaintiff to enter
into the marriage contract.

He/d, that the action was flot maintainable
because without precedent and contrary to
public policy.

J. K. Kerr, Q.C., and Neville for plaintiff.
McCarthy, Q.C., and Bicknel for defendant,

M. B3rennen.
S. H. Blake, Q.C., for defendant, S. Brennen.
J. A. McCartky for defendant, H. Brennen.

-STREET JM [May 21.
COUNTY 0F' MID)DLESEX V. S1MALIMAN.

_Registrar of d1eeds-Bond for Performnance qf
duties of office-P tyment to mluniczpality of
Poption offees-Liabiit, of sureties-R. S. C.,
C. 11 4 , S. j3, Io/-.

The action was upon a bond executed by the
defendants as sureties for a Registrar of Deeds,
dated 8th January, 1 886, to recover the portion
of fees received by the Registrar which hie
should have paid over to the plaintiffs under
R.S.O., C. 114, S. 107.

The bond was in the form prescribed by
Schedule A. of the Act, and was conditioned for
the performance of tbe duties of the Registrar's
office and against neglect or wilful rnisconduct
in office to the damage of any person or per-
.-onis.
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,Clzancery Division.

ROBERTSON, JM [MfaY 13-

RF, SAUGEEN MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE o

KNECHTEL'S CASE. (.
Mutual InsUrance Go. --53 Vict., C. 44, S.' (.

-RetrosPective oPeration.
Appeal froîn, the M aster at Guelph. tto
Held, that 53 Vict., c. 44, s. 4 (0-), gubstl 3I

anew section for R.S.0. (1887), c. 167,e tO
is etospctvein its operation, and apPlWies

premnium notes given before its passing Wei
as to those given afterwards.

Kingston, Q.C., for the appellant.
Hoyles, Q.C., contra.

I>ractice.

C.P, I)iv'l Ct.]

COUNTI, 0F ESSEX V. WRIGHT.'

Consolidation of Sctions--Stayi .ne actiof~
Prczal and sureties-.Reference-co5

Twelve actions brought by a niCI alitl
against the different sureties of the
treasurer, to recover accounts aîîeged to ë d
been received by the treasurer an o cort
for, were consoîidated and proceediflgs fn thet
were stayed pending the determilati~ V0 er
action against the treasurer hiîmself to rec
the saine amnounts. refere

In the action against the treasurer duCfreon
was directed to ascertain wbat was deftbeC
him, and an order was made perniittînlcO1

sureties to appear upon the rfene an coo
test the dlaims of the municipality.Thsrd
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