stration should be
by a scheme before the Master, and not by the
Crown,
D. 4, Creasor,

for the plaintiffs,
Plats, for the church,

Creasor, Q.C,, for the widow,
. R, Galbraz'tlz, for next of kin,

Divisional Court.] [Nov. 11.
IN RE HaLL. Coe
Extmditz'on—A:}tburton Treaty——Forgety—
Uttering,

The prisoner was a clerk in the office of the
Comptroller of the City of Newark, New Jersey,
U. 8. A, his duty being to make Proper entries
of moneys received for taxes in the official books
of the Comptroller, provided for that purpose.
Having received a sum of money for taxes, he
entered the correct amount at first, and then
erasing the trye figures, he inserted 2 less sum
with intent to benefit himself by the abstraction
of the difference between the two, and to deceive
the Comptroller and the Mmunicipality,

Held, that the offence was forgery at common

law, and the prisoner was remanded for extra-
dition.

those in question,

would be published as soon as
made,

The offence with which the prisoner was
charged, is forgery within 32-33 Vict. cap. 19,
ss. 26, 45, )

Fenton, for the United States,

Murphy, for the prisoner,

PRACTICE CASES,

Mr. Dalton, QC.]

GowaNLock v. Mans,

Jury notice—Exclysiye Jurisdiction of the Coust
of C/zamefy—O.j.A. sect. 4#—0.7.4. Sect, 4,

An actjon in which the principal relief sought
is the reformation of a i

[Nov. 3.

) led bef
T, | as the statement of claim had bee’nrfed, ae
+ | notice of motjon to dismiss was se g

: ‘ ) .15, 188
402 CANADA LAW JOURNAL /CM
P [prac.C25
Prac. Cases,} " NoTEs oF Canapian Casrs, ‘ ' Court of
ire of the as
There were no trustees of the funds appointed, A., be according to the P’a‘cm; e 0. ] Ah:ld
but the testator appointed executors, Chancery at the time when s A&7
Held, thay

a
.. is case W
Passed. A jury notice in this

4 ts.
irregular, and struck out with 509 der sect. 4 of
A purely money demand ” un
the O. J. A, defined. .
Clement, for the motion.
H. 7. Scott, contra.
[Nov. 7'

Mr. Dalton, Q.C]
TURNER V. KYLE..
Seduction— Examination.

. ation

licatio

In an action for seduction, an 3&2 ion ©
under Rule 224, 0.].A., for the exam

r whosé
the plaintiff’g daughter as a person :t) was 1€
immediate benefit the suit was broug der Rule
fused, but ap order was granted undefe"‘dant
285, as it wag necessary that-thq f the cas®
should be informed before the trial, ©
he would have to meet.

Fenfon, for the motion.
4. McDougall, contra.
- t. 10+
Boyd, C] fost

VERMILYEA V. GUTHRIE.
Transfer—Fury—T "’“l ught 18
Held, (1) that where an action is bro er Cas
the Chancery Division, and it is a prop

s 1lowe®
» | for that Divigion the plaintiff will not be 2

. . H n
to transfer it 1o another division. efther o?' tha
ground that he wishes it tried b); a jury,
a transfer woy)q expedite the tria 3 tof 8
(2) That ap action for the inf?.mgem:r.‘iuf)"
patent should not ordinarily be tried by
Clemeny, tor plaintiff.
Hoyles, for defendant.

e

ct. 12
Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] (o ‘

CLARKE V. MCEWAN. . af"
Statement o claim—Filing and delivery
Time. ed
eliver!
A statement of claim was filed and d

en-
rance
more than three months after appea
tered. :

sqsed
jsmisseé
Held, that the action could not be dis ore

on




