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is not sc,, nor is the application for a renewal of a writ. Writs
are not spontaneously isgued or reuewed by the Court, but onlv
upon the application of the suitor, whieh because of its routine
character is allowed to be made to the officers of the Court instead
of to the C urt itself. Theoretically they are heard hy the Court
iself. As Blakstone, J. remarked in Sparrowu v. Cooper, 2 W.B. 1,
1314, the officer of the Court is suppo'êd to be every day in Couw-t
sitting at the feet of the Chief Justice and affixing the seal of the
Court to ait judicial writs which are mitnessed at Westminster
in the name of the Lord Chief Justice. The suffering him to do
thîs in a private charnber i- a mere indulgence convenient to
the Court, the suitor, and the officer, and therefore connived at,
but the supposition of the law is otherwise; mutatis mutandis.
this applies to A proceeding- autýhorizedl te, b taken in the offices
of the Court.

We can har<lly believe that aiiy learned Ju<lge who took part
in t hiq decision -would knowinglv grant an inj unct ion, for instaince,
for. or against a (lead per-4on, an(l if he would not, how can the
renewal, or ..ssue- of a wvrit, for or against a dead rerson he justified?

On applications ex parle whether to the Court or its offleer., it
is the dutv of tic applicaît not to conceal ans' material fact. If
the> fart that th< plaintiff ias dead liad N'en, <isclosed. we hardly
tîîînk the application for renewal in ibis Ijame. vould, or ought. tfl
have been sucesffl. I t is possible t bat th lie umna.rv- in the

e<lvNotves dovs not accurately convv the la1ngu.1g2 of the
hva n <d Jud11ge.

*1 (TI(NS TO ENFONC'E 11ECH'lAN.ICS' LIE.8

Thle S'econîd .ppellat e Division of t lie Cne(ourt in Barnes
v. <'ney 10'j WlO VN. 27 1, reaebhed the satisfactory conclusion
t bat wherv an act ion to enforce a lien is brougbt, the riglîts of

lien holders who are mnade parties to thie action or served with

notice of trial, are not afferteil bY the fact that the plaintiff
fails to establjsh lus claim: anv- ot ber dec:sion woul have Made
il necessa,ýurv for every lien holer to in!ztit tet( an action on lus
own b)el.aîf iii order to pro.ect hbisîlf, which rnigbit bave addem
enormfou. 1v t o the exp<'ns.ýe of t1àisý kind of action. lu orler,
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