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made. What was meant by equitable execution was the appointaient of a
receiver by a court of equity in aid of a judgment at law when the plaintiff
showed that he had sued on the proper writ of execution and was met by
certain dimoiultieg arising- from-the- nature. of the -property, or. the debtor!s
title thereto, which prevented his realizing out of it at law.

Application granted, with costs to be set-off against plainti«'s judgine nt.
Ifuil for plaintiff. Mat/jèrs for defendant.

Dubuc, J.] MussoN v. G.N.W.C.R. Co. [April 4.
C;iose in action-Assignmernt-Rig/,t of assignee to sue in /ds own flare-

Assignments Ac, R. S. M., e. i, s. 3- Que-ij's Benci Ac, t895, s. 38.
The plaintiff's claim was for wages earned by hiaiseif and a nuxnber of

cthers, whose dlaims had been assigned to hiai so that judgment might be
ol tiied for ail iii one action. Defendazats objected that plaintiff could
not sue on the assigned accounts as he had no beneficial interest in theai,
rely-ing on Woodyv. McAi/pine, x A.R. 234.

!fe/d, that the objection should flot prevail as there is no provision in
the Assigniments Act, R.S.M., c. i, as there is iii the corresponding
Ontario Act, requiring that the assiýnee should have at the time of action
brought the be; ,ficial interest in the chose in action assigned ; also
btecause, under S. 38 of the Queen's Bench Act, 1895, the court has now
equitable jurisdiction in all matters where relief could formerly have been
grantcd on the equity side of the court.

Proqtnce of 6rttzb Co[urnba.

-TJPREME COURT.

IN-cColl, C.J.] . SING. [March i.

I 'ro/iilion-Sinal Debis Act, s. ,,i Aagistrn'e's décision tiolgir'en in
open court.

~Surnmons by defendant for prohibition to the Magistrate or the Sinafl
I>dtts Courts at New WVestminster on the grounds that no day was fixed
for the giving of the decision which was reserved, and that it was flot given
iii openf court. The Srnali Debts Act, s. 15, provides that every decision
of thc INMagistrate shalH be given ini open court. The ' facts were that the
trial %vas on,2oth Janviary; that when the decision %vas reserved without any
thie being mentioned for ' its *delivery the -magistratc*s attention was not
callci to th 'e enactaient, ' lh e >non-observance of .which, is n,% coiiiplained
of, nor was any objection made ; tha4 t! oî st J2nuary,.the ipiagistrate
inIbrined Mr. jenns, .who had acted for the defendant at the trial, that after
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