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Notes of Canadian Cases. 107

trial judge diti not give jutigment tilti after the passing of the new Rule,
n ordered that the plaintiff shoulti have cos orn the High Court scale.
appeal from ibis order was dismisseti by a Divisional Court.

130vD, C.: The amendinent of the Rule was ta be regartied b>' the
Ige white the application of the plaintiff for full costs was before him,
ile the action was stîll pending. Changes in the law as to coits since
icature Act are matters of procedure, andi, as such, act retrospectively,
ireference te current andi uncompleteti proceetiings. But even it
7o in its unamnended form applied, the Divisional Court had under it an
ive power over the costs, flot limited by the condition as to gooti cause ;
this was not a case in which the costs of the plaintiff should be dimin-
y taxation on a lower scale, or by the allowance of a set-off; the juris-
shoulti be exercised in accordance with the view of the trial judge.

REDITH, J., dubitante. considered himself bound by the tiecision of the
~n Pleas Division in Isiand v. Tawnship of Ainaranth, asnte, to arrive at
îe conclusion.
?. Anderson for the plaintiff.
I. Uopkins for the defendants.

iv I Court.] [Jan. 22.
NOXON V. PATTERSON.

lars - Stâtèmnt of defence-Patent acion -Ezelsian of Pleading-
dcu.rion of ezîdence-Discretian.

laking an ortier for particulars of the defence in a patent action, thebetter
e is to provide inerely for exclusion of evidence in case of no particulars
firment particulars being delivereti, and nlot to orcier the excision of the

iîf gooti p se.
where both excision of the pleading andi exclusion of evidence were

d for in an order,
rthat the discretion of a Jutige in Chambers in striking out the provision

sion was rightly exerciseti.
ai, Q.C., for the plaintiffs.
. B!akc fur the defendants.

Chy. Div'l Court.] [Jan. 22,
BUNTIN P. WILLIAMS.

Aitachinetit-Abscon&ngr debtr-Pra»erty in itands of third pîerson-Delivery
ta sherf-Orderap-.

Where an attachment has issueti against the property of an absconding
debtor, an order may be matie upon a third persan for delivery ta the shoriff of
property of the tiebtor in the bands of such person.

And whert the tiebtot'à solicitor wab shown by an appflcant of the plaintiff
to have in hie bands for collection certain promissory notes, the property of the
debtor, and the solicitor titi not deny the fact, sucli an ortier was affirmeti.

R. McMfay for the plaintiff.
Shl/an for the defendant.
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