
RE' FMLIS AN,-D TOIV-,\- OF RENFRE-97.

to the County Court Of Prince Edward. The action was brom7h tupoil prODIISSOrY notes alleged to have been Indorsed by the de-fendant and for the price of separafors. The defence was thatthe defendant did not indorse the note, and tha.t the separatorsbought were useless. The Master refers to and distinguishesEmpire Cream Separator Co. v. Pettypiece, 13 0. W. R. 740, 902;and Inakes the order for transfer, iollowing Gardiner v. Beattie,6 0. W. R. 975, 7 0. W. R. 136, and saying that the evidence asto defects in the separators will be found at or near Picton. Costsin 'the cause. Featherston Aylesworth, for the defendant D. G.Galbraith, for the plaintiffs.

RE ELLIS -AIND TowN OF RENTFREW-DIVISIONAL 
COURT-

SEPT, 20.

Municipal Corporaizons-Local Option By-law-Yoliiig.]-Anappeal by A. A. Ellis from the Order Of RIDDELL, J., 21 0. L. R.74, 1 0. W. -ç. 71() disu1ý' -issing the appellants motion to quash alocal option by-law'. The Court (BoYD, C., LATC117ORD andMIDDLETO.1,T, JJ-) dismissed the appeal with costs, following thedecisiOn Of 'a Divisional Court in Re Sebumacher and Town ofChesley, 21 0. L. R. 522, 1 0. W. N. 1041. Leave to appeal tothe Court of Appeal granted. W. M, Douglas, K.C., and J. EThompson, for the appellant, W. E. Raney, K.C., and S.Chow-n, ýfor the reÈpOndents.

DANcEy v. WIGIITOX2-M-ASTER I-,'.T CIIAMBERS-SUPT. 21.

Default Judgment -Motion Io Set aside - Order DireclinqTrilV of Issue-Security for 'Costs.1-Motion by the defendantDYMond to. Set aside a default judgment signed in June, 1905.The applicant alleged that he was never served with the writ ofSuaunolis, and suggested that another person, with a*similar name,had been serveà by mistake for him. The affidavits being conflict-'119, the Master directs that, upon the applicant giving securityfor Costs within two weelcà, an order shall go, as in George V.Green, 13 It 189, 14 0. L. R. 578, for the trial of an issue)in which the applicant shall be plaintiff and Dalacey defendant, asto Whether the applicant was served with the W-rit or not. In de-faIlt GI Such security the motion wili be digmissed with ccýts.John MaeGregor, jor the applicant. M. GUÏàt, for the plaintiff


