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in a wvritteu judgruent, sait that, 'outeide of some docu
there wws not before hlm any evidence f rom which one
ascertamn upon wvhat the Referee proceeded, i a matter ev
of a contentious nature as te the f acte; and the Iearned Jud1
therefore, unable te pass upon the mente. There had, hc
been filed an affidavit of the liquidator, made since the.
settiug forth particulare of a elaim of the companyv again
Hall, the respondent, upon a bond, aud on affidavit of a 1
of the. repn t, aiso made sice the order, setting up,
other tbiÉgs, that the clainis of the parties, the eue agaii
other, had been compromised. lIt wae aise urged by com
the liquidator that the Referce deait wlth and his order d,
of a niatter which wa.- not before him on the applicatic
sué)> cirounistances, it was impossible for any Court te adj,
in appeal se as to do justice between the contending
And tihe affidavits mientioued suggested other conditions
madle it undesirahie te deal on this appeâl witi. the matters r
to in the order. There should b a reference back to the F
and materlals should be brought befere hlmi upon w)>
appýeal, if it ije se desired, mnay proceed. J. S. Beatty, 1
liquidater. W. C. M.\acKay, for the respendent.

COR1RECTION.

In E&ArOIN v. FILLION, Mnte 177, it le staUkd at p. 1~
RirIDEu, J., sgreed lu the reisult statedi by MucicK, C
That la incorrect. RmIDDEL, J., in fact, agreed wtt)h *M.AI
and, the, Court being divided, the judgmnent of RosiF, J., st


