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O(iut, J ,A_- 1av readJl al the l a, ap rs Ilf 4twm1t hmThe appe.Illns are lol out of timea and lu dolay if) seUting
downi theoir appwal, uzmd the responden lt appuars if) have prol-
cei-ddid rugullarly in treating il as anl abalndiondapel

If th, dlayv only wer in1 question, 1 iniht haro sen mN~
'wav [l) rleliiee thie appellants; and aIlw he t l dowi
their appeal for hearing. lpo lpoper tenus)4 notwitle4aniding
the dellay. Buit it penathati ýiine he ordeér il apeald froxul
(22nd October 1903>, mi ne therei rne b&k ; iIhereb)
dirvvfted. th, parti-s wont. il,~ the Maý[, rfs offiue, and thattue amount due W plindt une ti sttld mund arrmange hy
comnpromiise' and consent, ais sfiewm hy the, Master',m report of
22umd July. 19041. Thel appellanjts 11('w say, that this was (folle
without their authoiirity,. but that is no part olf their rençonio! appeal, and indeed could flot bc. While the Mavster's re-
port stands, it ol sPem to be al ccinplete aniswe(r ta theal~a, and it would, hrfrh sI.sfrm ugv h
rlief now asked.

lie motion la, therefore, dirinised, and wvith ccets.
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