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Prac. Cases.] NOE AAI N A CASES
NOTES F ANAIANI AsF1,1.[Frac.Ces

b tther e r noiuteS Of the funds appointed, A., be according to the practire 0fte oI
bu he t sat r ap o ned executors.C a c r at the tim e when the 0 .J-A . waHeld, that it was their duty to pay the legacies, passed. A jury notice inl this case was heldand, therefore, that the admninistration should be irregular, and struck out with costs.by a scheme before the Master, and flot by the APrl oe ead ne sec. 4 OCrown.A"Pel oe ead"ue

D. A*. Cr'easorý for the plaintiffs the 0. J. A. defined. oPlait, for the church. Clem ent, for the motion.Creaso-, Q.C., for the widow. H Y, Scot, contra.7 R. Galbraîýt4 for next of kmn.

uà t'.J[Nov. 11.
IN RE HALL.

Utterinf. re
The prisoner was a clerk in ,the office of thtComptroller of the City of Newark, New JerseyU. S. A., his duty being to make proper entrieeof mnoneys received for taxes in the officiai bookEof the Coniptroller, provided for that purpose.Having received a sum of money for taxes, heentered the correct amount at first, and thenerasing the true figures, he iflserted a Iess sumwith intent to benefit himself by the abstractionof the difference between the two, and to deceivethe Comptroller and the municipaîity.
He/d, that the offente was forgery at commonlaw, and the prisoner was remanded for extra-dition.
Per PROUDFOOT) J.-Uttering is flot necessaryto constitute the crime of forgery, but if it were,the entry in books of the public character ofthose in question, would be published as soon asmade. The offence withi which the prisoner wascharged, is forgery within 32-33 Vict. cap. ig,SS. 26, 45.
Fenton, for the United States.
Murbhy, for the prisoner.

PRACTICE CASES.

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] 
[Nov. 3.

GOWANLOCK V. MANS.
Jury notécel-Exc/usve jurisdction of the Cou, tof Chancery

0 j4.A sect. 0<-o.j.. Sect. ~An action in which the principal relief soughtjis the reformnation of a lease is an action in theexclusive jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery,the trial of which must, by sect. 45 Of the 0. J.

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.]

In an action for seduction, an aPPlicatioll
under Rule 224, O.J.A., for the exanliation O
the Plaintif',, daughter as a persoll for whose
imnmediate benefit the suit was brought, was re-
fused, but an order was granted under Rule
285, as it was necessary that the defefdant
should be 'fformed, before the trial, 'of the case
he wOuld have to meet.

Fenton) for the motion.
4.* lcD OUai, contra.

VERMJLYEA v. GUTHRIE.

Transfer-.7u,-T-rial.
Held, (1) that where an action is, rought

the Chancery Division, and it is a proper Case
for tranivsfen, the plaintiff will not be aîowed,t rnfrit to another division, either on1 theground that he wishes it tried by a jury, Or thata transfer, Would expedite the trial.

(2) That an action for the infringement Of apatent should not ordinarily be tried by a jury.
Clemnent, for plaintif.
Hoyles, for defendant.

CLARKE V. McEWAN.
Satement of clailn-FéUing and deiveY0f

A statemnent of dlaim was filed and dolivered
more than three months after appearance en'
tered.

Ield, that the action could not be disnis5etas the staternent of dlaim had been iled before
notice Of motion to dismiss was s'erved, and OI0

[Nov. 7-
Divisional rg,

Boyd$ C.] [Oct. 10-


