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SUýR EME -COURT.

Sulliva, C.J.3HÂYDxN v. GOODSTEIN. ~u.r
pr«ic,-Aftidavit to l ,IoI th aî-furat pwgIr

This was an application to set amide a bailable writ, and ta discharge the

defendant fram custody on several grounds, inter alia, that the affidavi t to hold to

bail was i9sufficiefit, because the jurat was irregular in that it did Dot disclose

before whoin the affidavit was sworn. In other words the word "m re I was

left out after the word IlbuforeY» The jurat was as follows: . lSworn before at

Charlotttown in QueenIs Countv, etc." concluding in the usual forrn, and

signed by a cornmissioner. The plaintiff reuisted the application on the
authority of Mfartin v. MeChar&e, 25 U.C.Q.B. 279 in which a jurat identical

wîth this was held to be good. The defendant cited T»i Queen v. Bloxar-n,

6 Q.B. 528 and Ar.cibid v. Hubley, z8 Duval 116.
Bdod, that the jurat was insufficient.
Marin V. Mc/arl*:., not foflowed.
MeLean, Q.C., and,. T. Moiih, for plaintiff. . A. MeDonald and 0. S.

Intian, for deiendant.

COUNTY COURT.

Queen's Co.] CLAR~K V. PAYNTER. [JUlY 23.
Bills and nsotes- Consideratioi.

Action on pronlissory note. Defence that the note was given for a debt

due by defendant's father, who had dîed intestate, and to whose estate nu

administration was taken. There was no pera.on who could be sued for the

original debt, and defendant was in no sense liable for it, and the note was,

therefore, without consideration. Judgment for defendant with costs.
D. A. MfcKirnnn, for defendant.

1provilnee of MUanitoba.
QUEEN'S BENCH.

Full Cour;,] GRàAAM v. B4RITISH CANADIAN LoAN, ETC., CO. [June 27.

Princi;W and agent-Condtruiriii noice-.Fraud-No lien for i<zxÈs téaid

by rnorigagies w>ken otior/qejgî decdarid fraudlle and vola'.

Appeal by plaintifis froni the part of that decret of TAYLOR, C. J., noted

ante P. 47, glving defendants a lien for taxes allowed with costs on the ground

that there is no rut. of taw or equity enabling the Court ta give a party relief
who without any interest in the property voluntarily paya money ta preserve

or protect it. FalÀv v. SeoiuA Iloo/*nal lIn. CO., 34 Ch. D. 234;, Leilie v.

,Froeh, 23 Ch. D. 552 followed.


