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Chas. Ctaam.1

net baving comnp lied viti tiii toe
In February, 1872, presented tb
b. alioved ta cae in, and prove
the. Masierls effice.' The pétition
tie liadt bein aware ot as a"s

bien made, but net ofthle ter,
Witi a ysar, bovever, lie lad
and gave a notice ta one et theI

wbetber in writlng or not Was
b.d nover cornplIed strlctiy with
petitiener Johnson. living in Au
place, and taving in ne nevepR
huard et the deed. ner sen lthe
of it uil i h ad filed his claii
office union the decne. and lie
&usent. Hi lied noyer taies pr
force bis dlaim, cicr ic i ay way
te the provisions of tii diii

W. G. P. Coas, fer lice cri
s,ceeded te the terme of the de
appicmtion, ai rend offidavite a
tien of the deed, andi ptcblcatio
vlitb a view te proving a nioti
Wbici vould hi blnditig upan ail

0. Mous, for lice petitioners,
be argued thai the regîsttrati
vas notie o eiil provisions ta
tht. vus ot, h.e costesIci. t
Registry lre.Their effect v
registraticon notice te nu>' one att

vith these lande but tint il w
tice vendc bai never bien held
of notice had bien brought tory
Johnson vas dîbarred froni proi
the. tact ot ait advertlsiment et
bien puhliiced eigily-two ties
lie thought it vas nocesear>' fo
tien ta aQhiv tint tie person agi
desirci te prove notice, teck i

nave.wpapir. Thero vas un ans
sien@ s mita dissolution$ of Parti
sn advertieemoot of tho di9soluti
te f07 one net takicg in the ne'
v. Drurnmoeid, Il East 142; L
Starkr 186; Jselcrna v. Blilarm
And an advertisemeift la this
stituti notice te ail the ver
serted in tic Game. Tbe ta
net havicg hein avare et th
deed until atter decrei pronouni
baivicg nctirt cocitnary te bis

ot his viltingiiesi ta Raser
vhen mode irnewn te hum
aitari in lice priilegos Ot il.

Whlmore v. Turqualud, i Jolur
viiero the. question vas wiethi
bmd accéivi te or goe rigains
plage Wo'cd cmi tint periona

nehinig elticer tui, or againât a
vers entitled ta ceine ici and Pr
and tii deeisien vas affirmed
DeGex. F. & J. 10)7). It vas

rptleoiene vas net accession, a
1taing expresi> upon trust for t]

ycnt.hreî menths tie Court
11.qn te dividi the propert>' amr
hai Dot broght tboisnielvie wi
tien . But Lord Chancelior Ca
.. si nothie seetfDunt v Kenî
doctrineo et tc ourt tbn hein tia
b>' sucli a deed for the. cridite

Gîrnr v. AÂXI.[Chan. Chuan

ma of the. deed nlot of the. essence Of the deîod," Agate, " th
sir pétitions ta intention vas that &Il créditer* sbouid cone Ic
their dlaim ini and taire a dividesd, and tust the debtor aft.«

or Hardy at theiie cssio aS bouid b. froid fromhis labil1ty. to
lgnmenî iiaving these oreditars. The. deed vas nlot fer the bou.qt
ns of the deed. of any particutar clis. of lis créditor&, but fu

uected ta it, &Il equally. The poriod of tiare. cal endar moutU
trustées, though te evtdentil' Introd uced vitb a view te butin ^o
doubtful, bu h arrangement, and te, anthorise the trustees whb
ils ternes. Tii. ticat p.riod lieu expired te maire a dividend,
out ot the way wvbich ihe subaequent dainm of other croditori
per, lid never ahenld nlot disturb. This le the understRndial
pubilced notice vhich hie long prevailid on the subjeol; Z
in thé Miaster's witi tbis nnderstantiing, the supposed hardship
then gave hie upen a créditor wbe ezecutie lie deed thé. la«

oceedin1ge te en-. heur of the test day of thei ilmlted pericod doi
actedl ztitrary nlot citert; for if bo tbinlio e sseurs against

any more creditors coming in afterirards, and

editoro via ied feelb confident thst h.e must receivc twouty ii.
ed, oriposed the linge In the Pound, and for ibis reaison conseits
a ta the registra- te ezecute the deed, ho bas a rigbt onI7 ta bigrnt

ni or notice of it him8eoi for being Ignorant cf the law, wiich tg
ce oftite terme, oughl te have known, a ho o'cght te knev the
1creditors. days of grace given for thce payaint ot a bill of

oaid that itliead ezehiango.
un of the deed W.ý G. P. Cazcu2: objeoted tint (1) Chambrn

ail oreditors, but was net the proper place for en application cf
bie effeet efthle tii ind. There was no practiotu via could
ns t ecrtituii Warrant the addition of parties !i this way ste?
tervarde deating a Niaster mâd retneed ta add them. lu sueà a

se notice ta ail case ticoy couid oniy bo ndlded by filing a iil tor
*The question liai purpoge. (2.) Itoth these e'%ims ver. bur.

ard te show thut red by the Statute cf Limitations. JnhnsRtW#'
ing is elaim by dobi hald accrued in 1859, and the petition "sd
the deed baving affidal sheved ne accent, hoe thougit, te tbs
in a nevepaper. deed, vbich oould operato In tairing il; ont oft lb

r Suoi la contes- statuts. Johsîtos kuew nothlng cf the decil,
mest viom it vas and hi did net prossente inerily boeause ho 814

ni the particular sot knev et Pomerey's baving If t; any propectj
logy la the deci- se liaI tiene vas nothlng ta prevent the statut$
cirahipi. Then tramt running (Derby on Limirtions, 180). (8&)
an vai net notice Both claimes vire aie barred by Iacheïr. Tbsy
irepapor, Boydell lid lal a h7 fow for ton yeta. lu thi came of
etcon r. Boit, 1 .Toph Y. Boitwick, 7 Grant 882, and CoUiu y.
1, 1 Starkt 420. Réte, 1 Coll. 676, It vas truc thât the time hid
country te con- net beou considored materil., but titi.s 

'Id mnust bc In. account et sppcilt ciroumstancis, via Rsu
et% ot Jobhnsort'i absent in ii oaci. Ai te Hardy ho licd nia

e truste ot tice aeiualiy ezîcuted lice deed, but b. bad aseed
ced ot hie noer te it. Thie. ho submiîtcd, vas lueufficient. lu

proviftions, and muet havi doue rorne aci or muet have hein pre,
t ta its terme judiced and pnoventid tram prooeding in tous
entitled him te j cher vay (Sell Principlo. et Equt, P. Ul)

In the came et And ovin onpposing tint Hirdy vas entild, ibis
a. & Rem. 444, jtact couid net eavî hiii tram the. statute. 0e

r certain petsone muet have bien a party te the diesd te rende?
et a deed. V. C. the statuts ineperative.

a vice bati done Rat. fur the detendants, and Fouler, for the
ed et Mil klnd pIa"tlff.,. submntted te vint order the Coul

ove their cItits. Iîght Lar.
lapon appeai (3 Zase, In roply . Thora wae nothing ta est

argui, thon. that 1 thnt the estate vas net givin te pay ail eit~
ni tint tic deil in tuti, sud I n c et her creditera wlz-
hoso vin occceded net hoe aitowcd ta taire adeantage ef a mire M«?
lit- fia jicniedie. vicen the paries heaetlaially entittod tec
eng personr vie reeiduo made ne objection. AUt the. attjeot

thin titis deserip- lakos vone toobnieul (1) hhat the apiitigl
cupbeil snld tint wao net made in thi proper forum, 13ui in i
t, Vern. 260, tice kludred ceues It bad bien made lu Chcambeil ID
t the time ltecitid SoIhreibervY. e~aer, 2 Ch Ch. 271, aid in Andi4
ri tg cee lu il v. mcsumecr, 1 Ch. Ch. 310; (2.) Tbn$t the Cts1M
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