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ie judgment now iu questioni was irregular.
case referred to, lie iiad not discovered any
cas before the Court of Appeal wa one
Duld ziot b. the. subjeet of a special endors.-
7 itself does not mention the writ at ail. It

a &case sueli as the. present, wiiere the stat.-
r etor liquidated demand. The writ,

0 edre, and gave no intimation of the.
th$paintiff's clainii, so that the. defendanta

Y o.Rule 575 or 60:3. But, when they
tnefor delivery of defence tc> elapse, 1her.

,h Plaintiff eould not avail huiseif of Con.
adthe. Master feit bound to hold the. judg-

bengg, the defendants could be let lu to
Salterns that is, the. judgment and execu-
3 scurtyfor whatever the plaintiff miglit

Utee iot to b. enforced without the. leave
Csaof the. mnotion to 'b. to the plainitiff in
lefendat t onsent to facilitate a apeedy

'()'-urYsitinswhere the plaintiff probably
"ale ~ f tVQflU no Yenu is tated in the. atate-

eh UU-ttheefre, b. aniended, for whleh
ee dPOSe of- above; aiid the plaintiff
ýe- ILS.Whiefor the. defendanta. . W.
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