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7. Ptohibition-Jurisdietion of Writs of fi. fa.-Erromous state- 
CouMy Court Warner. ' therein of da/e of judgment—

Vili di ty of—Irrcgularity—Amend-See Prohibition, 2.
8. Promissory nole-Payabk ou Sheriff— Duty of] — The

clTZ~rttaUmCnt °f C,aim iK “

Ä'P“V Note, 2. ^^0.

three writs offi.fa. It was stated 
in each of the writs that the judg­
ment upon which it was issued had 
been entered up on 25th February, 
1892. The judgments were in fact 
entered up on 3rd February, 1887. 
Upon this point the trial Judge 
reserved a case for the opinion of 
the Gourt of QueeiVs Bench.

Held, that where a writ is de­
livered to a sheriff in
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9. furisdiction of County Court 
Title to land—Effect of raising 

objection to jurisdiction in dispute 
note—Taxes— Assessment of liome- 
stead before patent— Liability of 
occupant— Assessment— Ra tes — 
Evidence— Owner or occupant.

See Prohibition, 3.
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and on its face regular he is bound 
to execute it. That the 
merely an irregularity which miglit 
be amended, and that the prisoner 
was rightly convicted. * Regina v. 
Monbnan........................... .... . 509

CRIMINAL LAW.131
1. Extorting money—Menaces— 

Letter dematiding money. ]—R. S. C. 
173, s. 1, provides that “Every 
who sends
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..................... knowing the
contents thereof, any letter orsr-£Ä ,jiV i™1'
is guilty ofa felony, ’' &c. Z'" °W" ^If-Shdtment by party

TT 7J tv y\ , ,. assaulted—Adnnssibility of.l—Oh
ii lL. ,LL?M7 J‘L dubttanii), an indictment for assault and bat- 

l ^ Vent ,he Pnsollers ttry occasioning actual bodilyto a tavern keeper dcmandmg asum jfarm Uie acrased, at the close of
r=Mn°nrey’ 3nd threa‘e!nnS ™ de- the evidence for the prosecution,
CMt In un^rTh r •bnng T Prose" >sked to be sworn and examined as 
cution under The Liquor License g witncss on his own behalf The

W nr°i, 3 K™306 "‘thin the tr,al Iud8e held that he was not in 
meaning of the above Section. a position to find that the only case

Held, a/so, (Killam, J., dubi- apparently made out was one of 
tante),' that the test is whether the common assault or assault and bat- 
menace was such as a firm and tei7> and refused to allow the evi- 
prudent man might and ouglit to dence. On a Crown case reserved, 
have resi^ed. Held, that the accused was not

Rcxu. Southerton, 6 East, 126, conlPe,ent witncss on his 
followed. Regina v. McDonald beha,f under R.S.C. c. 174, s. 216. 
and Vanderberg.............................491 Reg. v. Bonter, 30 U. C. C. P

0 or • J , P1 and R‘g- v. Richardson, 46
2. Obstructing Sheriff's officer— III. C. R. 376, followed
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