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accelerated by R.S.C. c. 129, S. 46, and that the stèLtute did flot begin to run
against him until the liquidatars were entitled to immediate payrnent.

Judgment of MEREDITH, J., reversed.
H.J. Scott, Q.C., and R. Bou/îbee, for the appeal.
ýVis Q.C., and M'cGrgor Young, contra.

STRE.ET, J.) RE CIURRY, CUrRRY V. CU5RRY'. [Jan. 23.

Accoun-Master' office- Ve~to-fla't-Vouchers - Cross-eeln.
lion-Ntolce-Re-oening accotent.
The persan bringing into the Master's office an account, verified by affidavit,

is abliged ta vauch the payment of the arnounts included in it, and is liable ta
cross-examination upün bis affidavit, notice being first given him of the items
upon which it is proposed that he shall be cross-examined.

Where no such notice was given, the executor was nat cross-examined,
although ample apportunity was offered for the purpose, and the accaunts were
in no way objected to until the reference had been closed sa far as the evidence
was concerned ; the Master properly considered that the affidavit verifying the
accounts under Rule 63, and the vauchers, had sufiiently praved the accaunts.

WJOrms$ley V. Sturi, 22 Beav. 398 ; Re Lord, L.R. 2 Eq. 6o5 ; McA rthur
v. Dudg-eon, L. R. 15 Eq. io2 ; Meachan v. Coo4er, L. R. 16 Eq. to2 ; Bates v.
Eey. i Ch. D. 473, follawed.

Upon an application ta re-open an accounit of $55,129.54, camprised in
upwards afi ,6oo items ai dishursements, one or twa items were painted out
as appearing prima facie ta be of such a character as might have buen ob-
jected ta.

Held, not sufficient to justiiy apening up the whole i'ccaunt, especially ini
view ai the ather facts ai the case.

M,-rar/hy, Q.C., and 0. E. Fleming; for the appellants.
S. ff. Blake, Q.C., and R. F. Sutherland, for the respondents.

FAi.coNBR1l>(;PE, J.] [Feb. 6.
REGINA EX REL. PILON v. LAI.ONDC.

Mtunic,oalelections-Qeo warranto--Heéaring be/are jùde« ai local weekly
Court -uiriidiction- Convenience.
Motion tinder the Municipal Act in the nature ai a quo warranta coin-

plaining ai the undue electian and usurpation ai the offices ai cauncilars for
the încorpnrated village of Casselman, by David Lalande and Gibert Laflèche.

The motion came an for hearirlg at the Ottawa Weekly Court, an the 2nd
February, 1897.

M. G. Goronan, for the respandent, Lalonde, objected ta the jurisdictian
ai the Judge.

Belcouri, for the relator, contra.
FALCONBRIIDOR, J. : 1 amn ai the apinion that apart fram the provisions

ai s. 95 ai the judicature Act, 1895, 1 have juridiction, and amn bautid ta hear
and determine this matter.


